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PART  I 

HIGHLIGHTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 

This  listing  does  not  affect  the  legal  status 
of  any  document  published  in  this  issue.  Detailed 
table  of  contents  appears  inside. 


FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES  HEALTH  BENEFITS  PROGRAM— 

CSC  proposes  new  guidelines  for  review  of  disputed 
claims  for  payment  or  service;  comments  by  3-3-75....  4444 

FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN  ASSOCIATIONS— FHLBB 
increases  amount  Umitations  on  loans;  effective 
1-30-75  . . . . .  4417 

BROKERS  AND  DEALERS — SEC  proposes  to  amend  rule 
on  statements  of  account  to  customers;  comments 
by  3-31-75 .  4454 


MEDICARE — HEW/SSA  proposes  amending  entitlement 
to  hospital  insurance  benefits;  comments  by  3-30-75-  4440 

VETERANS  BENEFITS — ^VA  proposes  to  change  awards 
to  dependents  of  disappeared  veterans;  comments  by 
3-3-75  . .  4455 

COAL  LEASES — Interior/GS  proposes  interim  regulations 
for  management  and  protection  of  public  and  Indian 
lands;  comments  by  3-30-75 . .  4428 

MEAT  AND  POULTRY  INSPECTION— USDA/APH IS  pro¬ 
poses  to  allow  retail  stores  to  refine  edible  livestock  fat; 
comments  by  3-31-75 . .  4438 

LIFESAVING  DEVICES — DOT/CG  amends  specifications 
for  inspecting,  overhauling,  testing,  and  storing  hy¬ 
draulic  releases;  effective  2-28-75 . . . .  4421 

PROPANE  AND  BUTANE  ASSIGNMENTS— FEA  gives 

notice  of  guidelines  for  allocat’ions  to  purchasers . .  4485 

(Continued  Inside)  ' 


PART  II: 

CANNED  AND  PRESERVED  FOOD  SEAPROCESS¬ 
ING — EPA  adopts  effluent  limitations  and  guide¬ 
lines;  effective  1-30-75 . .  4582 

EPA  proposes  performance  and  pretreatment 
standards;  comments  by  3-3-75 . .  4608 

PART  III: 

MARINE  SANITATION  DEVICES— DOT/CG  estab¬ 
lishes  certification  procedures  and  design  and 
construction  requirements;  effective  1-30-75 —  4621 


federol  register 


reminders 

(The  Items  in  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Federai.  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
significance.  Since  this  list  Is  Intended  as  a  reminder.  It  does  not  Include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 

page  no. 

and  date 

DOT/FAA — ^Alteration  of  Federal  airway. 

40847;  11-21-74 

Alteration  of  transition  area  ...  40254; 

11-15-74 

Alteration  of  transition  area....  40848; 

11- 21-74 

Alteration  of  transition  area  ...  43535; 

12- 1&-74 

Designation  of  transition  area....  40254; 

11-15-74 

Designation  of  Federal  airways,  area  low 
routes,  controlled  airspace,  and  re¬ 
porting  points;  extension  of  VOR  air¬ 
way . . 40581;  11-19-74 

Designation  of  Federal  airways,  area  low 
routes,  controlled  airspace,  and  re¬ 
porting  spaces;  alteration  of  control 
zone  and  transition  area . 41966; 

12-4-74 


Designation  of  transition  area;  designa¬ 
tion  of  Federal  airways,  area  low 
routes,  controlled  airspace,  and  re¬ 
porting  points .  43296;  12-12-74 

IFR  altitudes;  miscellaneous-changes. 

44740;  12-27-74 
Redesignation  of  Federal  airways. 

41838;  12-3-74 
Transition  area  alteration;  Burley,  Idaho. 

43197;  1-30-75 
VOR  Federal  Airways,  alteration..  40848; 

11-21-74 

List  of  Public  Laws 

This  Is  a  listing  of  public  bills  enacted  by 
Congress  and  approved  by  the  President,  together 
with  the  law  number,  the  date  of  approval,  and 
the  U.S.  Statute  citation.  Subsequent  lists  appear 
each  day  in  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER,  and  copies 
of  the  laws  may  be  obtained  from  the  U.S. 
Government  Printing  Office. 

NOTE:  No  acts  approved  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  were  received  by  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register  for  inclusion  in  today’s 
LIST  OF  PUBLIC  LAWS. 


ATTENTION:  Questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  regarding  the  contents  of  this  issue  only  may 
be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5286.  For  information  on  obtaining  extra  copies,  please  call  202-523-5240. 

To  obtain  advance  information  from  recorded  highlights  of  selected  documents  to  appear  in  the  next  issue, 
I  dial  202-523-5022. 


£ 


Published  dally,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  500,  as  amended;  44  U.S.C., 
Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 


The  Federai,  Register  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
docmnents  of  public  interest. 


The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mall  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $5.00  per  month  or  $45  per  year,  payable 
in  advance.  The  charge  for  individual  copies  is  75  cents  for  each  Issue,  or  75  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington. 
D.C.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republlcation  of  material  appearing  in  the  Federal  Register, 
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MEETINGS— 

CRC;  State  Advisory  Conunittees: 

Michigan  (2  documents),  2-19  and  2-20-75 .  4481,  4482 

New  York,  2-26-75 . ; .  4482 

Virginia,  2-20-75 . 4482 

CSC;  Federal  Employees  Pay  Council,  3-5-75 .  4482 

DOD: 

Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force  on  Identification 

Friend,  Foe  or  Neutral,  3-10-75 .  4465 

Defense  Science  Board  Advisory  Committee,  2-27, 

2-28-75  . 4465 

Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force  on  "Training  Tech¬ 
nology”,  2-18  and  2-19-75 . 4466 

EPA:  Effluent  Standards  and  Water  Quality  Information 
Advisory  Committee  (2  documents)  2-26  and 
3-6-75 . . .  4483,  4484 


FCC:  Radio  Technical  Commission  for  Aeronautics, 

2-28-75  . . 4485 

Interior/NPS:  Cape  Cod  National  Seashore  Advisory 

Commission,  2-14-75 . 4468 

SBA:  Concord  District  Advisory  Council,  2-13-75 _  4504 

Office  of  Telecommunications  Policy:  Frequency  Man¬ 
agement  Advisory  Council,  2-19-75 . 4500 

VA:  Station  Committee  on  Educational  Allowances, 

2-6-75  . .  4504 

CANCELLED  MEETINGS— 

HEW/ FDA:  Advisory  Committee,  2-5  thru  2-7-75 .  4472 


AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 


Rules 

Limitations  of  handling: 

Almonds  grown  in  Calif.;  sus¬ 
pension  or  termination -  4416 

Oranges  (Navel)  grown  in  Ariz. 
and  designated  part  of  Calif —  4415 
Raisins  produced  from  grapes 
grown  In  Calif.;  free  and  reserve 
percentages _  4417 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service;  Farmers  Home  Admin¬ 
istration;  Soil  Conservation  ' 
Service. 

Rules 

Authority  delegations: 

ADP  equipment  and  services 
procurement _  4415 

ALCOHOL.  TOBACCO,  AND  FIREARMS 
BUREAU 

Proposed  Rules 

Malt  beverages;  labeling  and  ad¬ 
vertising;  postponement  of 
hearing _  4428 

ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH  INSPECTION 
SERVICE 

Proposed  Rules 

Retail  stores  and  restaurants;  ex¬ 
emption  to  refine  or  render 
edible  livestock  fat _  4438 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Environmental  statements: 

Liquid  metal  fast  breeder  re¬ 
actor  program;  correction _  4479 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Rules 

Denled-boarding  compensation; 
Interpretative  amendment  and 


partial  stay _  4409 

Notices 
Hearings,  etc. 

Pare  investigation;  domestic 

night  coach _  4479 

Mail  rates;  priority  and  non- 
priority  domestic  service _  4479 


contents 

CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meetings;  State  advisory  com- 
* 

Michigan  (2  documents)  —  4481,  4482 


New  York-l _ _ _  4482 

Virginia _  4482 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 


Rules 

Excepted  service: 

American  Revolution  Bicenten¬ 
nial  Commission _ _  4415 

Export-Import  Bank _  4415 

Interior  Department  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _ I _  4415 

Proposed  Rules 

Health  benefits;  review  of  claim 

for  payment  or  service -  4444 

Notices 

Rates  and  rate  changes;  dental 

hygienist,  Knoxville,  Iowa -  4482 

Meetings: 

Federal  Employees  Pay  CoxmciL  4482 


COAST  GUARD 
Rules 

Drawbridge  operations: 

Louisiana  _  4419 

Lifesaving  equipment _  4421 

Marine  sanitation  devices _  4621 

Notices 

Environmental  statements: 

Deepwater  Ports -  4478 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Dome.«tic  and  International 
Business  Administration;  Im¬ 
port  Programs  Office. 

COST  ACCOUNTING  STANDARDS  BOARD 
Proposed  Rules 

Freedom  of  information;  fee 


schedules _  4445 

Notices 

Evaluation  Conference  on  Promul¬ 
gated  Standards  and  Regula¬ 
tions  _ 4482 

Indices;  maintenance  and  publi¬ 
cations  _  4483 


DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Meetings; 

Defense  Science  Board  (3  docu¬ 
ments)  _  4465,  4466 

DOMESTIC  AND  INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Scientific  articles;  duty  free  en 
try: 

Bowman  Gray  School  of  Medi 

cine  et  al _ 

University  of  Miami _ 

University  of  Southern  Calif  or 
nia  et  al _ 

DRUG  ENFORCEMENT  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Authority  delegations: 

Regional  Directors,  et  al _  4419 

Controlled  substances: 

Mebutamate _ _ _  4418 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Rules 

Air  quality  Implementation  plans: 

Idaho  _  4420 

Water  pollution;  effluent  guide¬ 
lines  for  certain  point  source 
categories : 

Canned  and  preserved  seafood 


processing _  4582 

Proposed  Rules 

Air  quality  implementation  plans: 

California  _  4445 

Maryland _  4447 

Water  pollution;  effluent  guide¬ 
lines  for  certain  point  source 
categories: 

Canned  and  preserved  seafood 

processing _  4608 

Notices 

Meetings; 


Effluent  Standards  and  Water 
Quality  Information  Advisory 

Committee  (2  documents) _  4483, 

4484 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Disaster  areas; 


Minnesota _  4469 

Texas  _  4470 


lU 


4471 

4471 

4472 
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FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 

Federal  airways -  4409 

Proposed  Rules 

Transition  area -  4444 

Notices 

Noise  standards;  prc^eller  driven 
small  aircraft,  etc.,  hearings —  4478 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
Rules 

Authority  delegations; 

Chief,  Safety  and  Special  Radio 

Services  Bmeau -  4423 

FM  Broadcast  stations;  table  of 
assignments; 

South  Carolina -  4423 

Maritime  services;  bridge-to- 

bridge  transmitters _  4427 

Proposed  Rules 

Aeronautical  navigation  aids;  sta¬ 
tion  identification -  4453 

AM  station  assignment  standards.  4447 
FM  broadcast  stations;  table  of  as¬ 
signments; 

Certain  states -  4448 

Kentucky,  Illinois,  and  Mis¬ 
souri  _  4447 

Franchise  duration _  4451 

Notices 

Meetings; 

Radio  Technical  Commission  for 

Aeronautics _  4485 

Prime  time  access  rule;  top  50 

markets  _  4485 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Crest  Hill  Communications,  Inc. 
and  Nelson  Broadcasting  Co__  4484 


FEDERAL  CONTRACT  COMPLIANCE 
OFFICE 

Notices 

State  and  local  requirements; 
Metropolitan  Atlanta  Rapid 
Transit  Authority;  approval 
of  equal  employment  oppor¬ 
tunity  plan _  4503 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Propane  and  butane;  guidelines 
for  adjustments  and  assign¬ 
ments  _  4485 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

Rules 

Federal  Savings  and  Loan  System: 
Operations;  limitations  on  loans 
in  excess  of  90  percent  of 
value _  4417 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Agreements,  etc.; 

Niagara  Frontier  Transporta¬ 
tion  Authority  and  Marine  In¬ 
tercontinental  Terminals  of 


Buffalo,  Inc _  4487 

Oakland,  City  of,  and  Japan 

Line,  LTD _  4487 

Puerto  Rico  Marine  Manage¬ 
ment,  Inc.  and  Sea-Land 

Service,  Inc _  4488 

Seattle,  Port  of,  and  Kerr 
Steamship  Company,  Inc  (2 
docxunents)  _  4488 


Virginia  Port  Authority  and 
Tidewater  Stevedoring  Corp.  4489 
Organization  and  functions _  4489 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Rate  change  filings _  4496 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co _  4190 

Columbus  and  Southern  Ohio 

Electric  Co _  4490 

Commonwealth  Edison  Co _  4490 

Corpening,  A.  V.,  Jr,;  estate  of—  4494 

El  Paso  Alaska  Co _  4491 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas _  4494 

W.  V.  Harlow,  et  al _  4494 

Long  Sault,  Inc _  4495 

SheU  Oil  Co _  4495 

South  Carolina  Electric  &  Gas 

Co  - 4496 

Wisconsin  Power  &  Light  Co...  4496 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Prohibited  trade  practices; 

Central  Pontiac  Inc.  and  Henry  ■ 


J.  Rahe -  4410 

General  Motors  Corp _  4411 

Tri-State  Carpets  Inc.  et  al _  4412 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 

Rules 

Pishing; 

Refuges  in  certain  States _  4405 

Proposed  Rules 

Dungeness  National  Wildlife  Ref¬ 


uge,  Wash.;  curtailment  of 
horseback  riding;  extension  of 


time -  4428 

Notices 

Endangered  species  permits,  ap¬ 
plications  _  4466 


FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 

Animal  drugs; 

Monensin _  4417 

Notices 

Meetings; 

Internal  Analgesics  Review 

Panel;  cancellation _  4472 

Psychopharmacologlcal  Agents 
Advisory  Committee;  time 
change _  4472 

FOREIGN-TRADE  ZONES  BOARD 
Notices 

Omaha;  approval  of  Foreign- 
Trade  Zone _  4496 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 
Notices 

Regulatory  reports  review; 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board _  4497 

Federal  Energy  Administration.  4497 


GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Procurement  of  items  from  GSA 
stock _  4497 

GEOLOGICAL  SURVEY 

Proposed  Rules 

Coal  mining  operating  regulations 
revision;  protection  of  public 
and  Indian  lands _ _  4428 


HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

Proposed  Rules 

Freedom  of  information;  fee 
schedules _  4439 

Notices 

Authority  delegation; 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Health.  4473 

Longitudinal  Manpower  Study 
and  Data  Preparation;  program 


results _  4473 

Organization  and  functions; 

Social  Security  Administration.  4473 
University  of  Michigan,  contract 
award _  4472 


HEARINGS  AND  APPEALS  OFFICE 

Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Fairvlew  Coal  Co _  4467 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See  Interstate  Land  Sales  Reg¬ 
istration  Office. 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service;  Ge¬ 
ological  Survey;  Hearings  and 
Appeals  Office;  Land  Manage¬ 
ment  Bureau;  National  Park 
Service. 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Convertible  game  tables  and  com¬ 
ponents  _  4498 

INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERVICE 

Rules 

Wines,  still;  carbon  dioxide  tol¬ 
erance  _  4418 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 


Notices 

Car  service  exemptions,  manda¬ 
tory  (2  documents) -  4505 

Hearing  assignments -  4505 

Motor  carrier,  broker,  water  car¬ 
rier  and  freight  forwarder  ap¬ 
plications  _  4508 

Motor  carriers: 

Irregular  route  property  car¬ 
riers;  gateway  elimination —  4521 
Temporary  authority  applica¬ 
tions  _  4506 

Petition  notice; 

Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy 

Railway  Co.,  et  al _  4505 

Rerouting  of  traffic: 

New  York,  Susquehanna  and 
Western  Railroad  Co _  4505 


INTERSTATE  LAND  SALES 
REGISTRATION  OFFICE 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Indian  Mountain  Pilings -  4478 

JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Drug  Enforcement  Adminis¬ 
tration. 


iv 
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LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Federal  Contract  Compliance 
Office;  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration. 

LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 
Notices 

Ofif-road  vehicle  area  designa¬ 
tion: 

Washington  _  4466 

Pipeline  right-of-way  applica¬ 
tions: 

Chevron  Oil  Co -  4466 

MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET  OFFICE 


Tennessee  Valley  Authority  (2 
documents) _  4499 

OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed  Rules 

Accreditation  of  testing  labora¬ 
tories;  extension  of  post-hear¬ 
ing  comment  period _  4439 

POSTAL  SERVICE 

Rules 

Postal  service  manual;  miscellane¬ 
ous  amendments _  4420 


Notices 

Clearance  of  reports;  list  of  re¬ 


quests  (2  documents) _  4500 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Inventions  withdrawal -  4498 


NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Cape  Cod  National  Seashore 

Advisory  Commission _ _  4468 

Authority  delegation: 

Administrative  officer  (Castillo 
de  San  Marcos  National 
Monument)  _  4468 

Administrative  officer  (Theo¬ 
dore  Roosevelt  National  Me¬ 
morial  Park) _ _  4468 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
Proposed  Rules 

Broker-dealers  statement  of  ac¬ 
counts  to  customers _  4454 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

BBI,  Inc . 4501 

Canadian  Javelin.  Ltd _  4501 

Equity  Fimding  Corp.  of  Amer¬ 
ica  _  4501 

Hyperion  Fund,  Inc _  4601 

IMA  Fund,  Inc _  4501 

Industries  International,  Inc _  4502 

Nicoa  Corp.  (2  documents)  _  4502,  4503 
Palisade  Mining  and  Milling  Co.  4503 

Westgate  of  Calif.  Corp _  4503 

Zenith  Development  Corp _  4503 


SELECTIVE  SERVICE  SYSTEM 
NotiCM 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Louisiana  Power  and  Light  Co.  4498 
Northeast  Nuclear  Energy  Co., 

et  al -  4499 

Omaha  Public  Power  District.  _  4498 


Lottery  drawing;  selection  se¬ 
quence  _ ! _  4504 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Concord  District  Advisory  Coun- 
cU  . . . . .  4504 


SOCIAL  SECURITY  AOMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 

Federal  health  insurance  for  aged 
and  disabled;  entitlement  to 
hospital  insurance  benefits _  4440 


SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental  statements : 

Indian  Creek  Watershed  Proj¬ 
ect,  Mich _  4470 

Twenty-five  Mile  Stream  Wa¬ 
tershed  Project,  Maine _  4470 

Equipment  grant  eligibility  deter¬ 
mination;  Tygarts  Valley  Dis¬ 
trict,  W.  Va.,  correction _  4470 


TELECOMMUNICATIONS  POLICY  OFFICE 

Notices 

Meetii^s: 

Frequency  Management  Advi¬ 
sory  Council _  4500 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

See  Coast  Guard;  Federal  Aviation 
Administration. 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms  Bureau;  Internal  Rev¬ 
enue  Serviee. 

Notices 

Imported  article  effects  on  na¬ 
tional  sectulty;  Secretary  of  the 


Treasury’s  report _  4457 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rulec 

Disappearance  of  veteran;  awards 

to  dependents _  4455 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Educational  Allowances  Station 
Committee _  4504 
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list  of  cfr  ports  affected 


The  foHowing  numerical  guide  Is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  In  toda/s 
issue.  A  cumulative  list  of  parts  affected,  covering  the  current  month  to  date,  follows  beginning  with  the  second  issue  of  the  month. 

A  cumulative  guide  is  published  separately  at  the  end  of  each  month.  The  guide  lists  the  parts  and  sections  affected  by  documents  published 
since  January  1,  1974,  and  s(>ecifies  how  they  are  affected. 


4  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

303_ _ _  4445 


17  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

240 _ _ _  4454 


38  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

3 . . . .  4455 


20  CFR 


39  CFR 


5  CFR 

213  (4  documents) 
Proposed  Rules: 
890 _ _ 

7  CFR 


Proposed  Rules: 

4415  404 - 

405 _ 

4444  21  CFR 

135e . . . 

1308 _ 


2— . 
907. 
981, 
989. 


4415 

4415 

4416 

4417 


26  CFR 

240 _ 

250  _ 

251  _ 


9  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

303 _ 

381 _ 

12  CFR 

545__ . . 

14  CFR 


27  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

4438  . . - 

4438  28  CFR 

0 . . . 

4417  29  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 
1907 _ 


71 -  4409  30  CFR 

250 -  4409  Proposed  Rules: 


Proposed  Rules: 

71 _ _ _  4444 


211. 

216. 


16  CFR 

13  (3  documents) 


4410-4412 


33  CFR 

117 _ 

159 _ 


111-  _ 

_  4420 

4440 

122 _ 

_  4420 

4440 

132__ . . 

. .  4420 

159 _ _ _ 

40  CFR 

_  4420 

4417 

52 _ 

_  4420 

4418 

408 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

_  4582 

4418 

52  (2  documents) _ 

_  4445,4447 

4418 

408 . . . 

_  4608 

4418 

45  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

5._ . . 

_  4439 

4428 

46  CFR 

160 _ _ 

_ _  4421 

4419 

47  CFR 

73 _ 

_  4422 

83 _ 

_  4427 

4439 

Proposed  Rxjles: 

0 _ 

_  4423 

73  (3  dociunents) _ 

_  4447,  4448 

76 . . . 

_  4451 

4428 

87 _ 

_  4453 

4428 

50  CFR 

33 _ 

_  4405 

4419 

Proposed  Rules: 

4622 

28 . . . 

_  4428 
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1  CFR 

Proposbo  Rules: 
203 _ 


2  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 
2 . 


3  CFR 

Proclamations: 

3279  (Amended  by  Proc.  4341)  _  3965 

4210  (See  Proc.  4341) .  3965 

4339- _ 749 

4340  . . .  3553 

4341  . .  3965 

4342  _ _ _  4115 

4343  _ _ _  4245 

Executive  Orders: 

6073  (Revoked  in  part  by  EO 

11825) _  1003 

6260  (Revoked  by  EO  11825)  __  1003 
6359  (Revoked  in  part  by  EO 

11825) _ 1003 

6556  (Revoked  by  EO  11825)—  1003 

6560  (See  EO  11825) _  1003 

10289  (Revoked  in  part  by  EO 

11826) _ 1003 

10896  (Revoked  by  EO  11825) .  1003 
10905  (Revoked  by  EO  11825)  _  1003 
11037  (Revoked  by  EO  11825)  _  1003 
11126  (Council  continued  by 

EO  11827) _  1217 

11145  (Committee  continued 

by  EO  11827) . 1217 

11183  (Commission  continued 

by  EO  11827) _  1217 

11287  (Committee  continued 

by  EO  11827) _  1217 

11342  (Committee  continued 

by  EO  11827) _  1217 

11415  (Committee  continued 

by  EO  11827) _  1217 

11472  (Committee  continued 

by  EO  11827) _  1217 

11476  (amended  by  EO  11835) .  4247 
11562  (Council  continued  by 

EO  11827) . . —  1217 

11583  (Coimcil  continued  by 

EO  11827) _  1217 

11625  (Coimcil  continued  by 

EO  11827) _ 1217 

11667  (Committee  continued 

by  EO  11827) . . —  1217 

11753  (Council  continued  by 

EO  11827) _  1217 

11756  (See  EO  11824) _  751 

11768  (Amended  by  EO  11331) .  2413 
11776  (Committee  continued 

by  EO  11827) _  1217 

11807  (Council  continued  by 

EO  11827) . 1217 

11814  (See  EO  11834) .  2971 

11824  . . .  751 

11825  _ _  1003 

11826  . . .  1004 

11827  . . — . .  1217 

11828  . .  1219 

11829  . — . . . -  1497 

11830— . —  2411 

11831  . .  2413 

11832  . .  2415 


3  CFR — Continued 

Executive  Orders — Continued 
2709  11833— _ _  2673 

11834  _  2971 

11835  _ _ — _ _  4247 

11836  _ _ —  4255 

2592  Presidential  Docubients  Other 
Than  Proclamations  or  Execu¬ 
tive  Orders: 

Memorandum  of  December  30, 

1974 _  1221 

Memorandum  of  December  31, 

1974  _ _ —  4257 

Memorandum  of  January  10, 

1975  . . . 


4258 

Message  to  Congress _  1637 

Notice  of  International  Trade 
Negotiations _  2670 


4  CFR 

400 . . 

409 . . 

Proposed  Rules: 
303 . 


4259 

4259 

4445 


5  CFR 

151 _ _ —  4267 

213 _ _ _ _ -  1499, 

1681,  2173,  2435,  2575,  3285,  3405, 
4415 

294 _ 2436 

352 _ 1223 

Proposed  Rules: 

294 .  3313 

890 _ 4444 

1302- . 3477 

2401 .  2214 


6  CFR 
602—. 


3572 


7  CFR 

2- .  2419,  2991,  3285, 3572, 4415 

6 _ - . . . .  2791 

51 . 2791 

180 _ _ _ _  1026 

215 _  3573 

220— _ 1499,3405 

225 . 3406 

246 _  3673 

250 .  3757 

270 _ 1882 

271— .  1884,2204 

272  _ 1894 

273  _ 1897 

274  _ _ —  1899 

801 _ 1223 

401— . - .  1701,1703 

722 . 1704,2992 

729  . 4276 

730  _  1027 

874 _  1028 

905  . .  2792 

906  _  3286,4117 

907  _ 753, 

1228,  1704,  3214,  3285,  3573,  4012, 

4415 

910 .  753, 1228, 2205, 3004, 3758 

911_ . .  2793 

912  . 2206,3004,3759 

913  . 2206,3005 

915 .  2677 


7  CFR— ConttntMd 

916  . . — .  1499 

917  . 4012,4117 

928- . 4276 

944 . 2793 

959 _ 3407 

971 . . —  1028,  2794,  4277 

981 _  3005,4416 

989 _  4277,4416 

993 _  4013 

1001  _ _ _  4013 

1002  _ 4013 

1004 _ 4013 

1006  _  4013 

1007  _  4013 

1011  _  4013 

1012  _  4013 

1013  . 4013 

1015 _ 4013 

1030 _ 4013 

1033 _ _ 013 

1036 _  4013 

1040 _  4013 

1044 _ 4013 

1046 _  4013 

1049  . — . . .  4013 

1050  . 4013 

1060  . 4013 

1061  _ 4013 

1062  _ 4013 

1063  _ 4013 

1064- . . . —  4013 

1065 . 4013 

1068  _ 4013 

1069  _ 4013 

1070  _ 4013 

1071  _ _  4013 

1073 _  4013 

1075  . . : .  4013 

1076  _ _  4013 

107* _  4013 

1079 . 4013 

1090 _  4013 

1094 _ 4013 

1096  . 4013 

1097  _ 4013 

1098  _ _ _  4013 

1099  _ _  4013 

1101  _ _ - .  4013 

1102  _ 4013 

1106 _ _ — .  4013 

1108 . 4013 

1120  _ 4013 

1121  _ 4013 

1124  _ 4013 

1125  _ 4013 

1126  . 4013 

1127- . 4013 

1128  _ 4013 

1129  _ 4013 

1130  _ _ -  4013 

1131  _ 4013 

1132  _ 4013 

1133  _  4013 

1134- _ 4013 

1136  _  4013 

1137  _ 4013 

1138  _  4013 

1139  . 2694,3214,4013 

1430— _ 3286 

1421 . 1029 

1434 _ 2726 

1474 .  1705 
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7  CFR — Continued 

1806 . 2420 

1822 _ _ _  1229,4277 

1832_ . 4118 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 _ _ - .  3604 

20 _  1711 

26 . 2208.3217 

52 . 3217 

55  _  1706,2694 

56  _ _ _ •  1706,2694 

59— _ _ 1706,2694 

63 _ 4315 

68 . 3007 

70 . 1706,2694 

210 _ 3452 

220 . 2697 

916  _ 1515 

917  _ 1516 

926 _ 4315 

980  _  2819 

981  _  2589 

982- _ 4151 

989 _  787,  788 

1001  _  2589 

1004 _  2589 

1002  _  2589 

1006  _  2589 

1007  . 2589 

1011  _  2589 

1012  _  2589 

1013  _  2589 

1015 _  2589 

1030 _  2589 

1032  _  2589 

1033  . 2589 

1036 _  2589 

1040 _ 2589 

1044 _  2589 

1046 _  2589 

1049  _  2589 

1050  _ 2589 

1060  _  2589 

1061  _  2589 

1062  _  2589 

1063  _  2589 

1064  _  2589 

1065  _  2589 

1068  _  2589 

1069  _  2589 

1070  _  2589 

1071  _  2589 

1073 _ 2589 

1075  _  2589 

1076  _  2589 

1078  _  2589 

1079  _  2589 

1090 _  2589 

1094 _  2589 

1096  _  2589 

1097  _  2589 

1098  _  2589 

1099  _  2589 

1101  _  2589 

1102  _  2589 

1104 _  2589 

1106 _  2589 

1108 _  2589 

1120  _  2589 

1121  _  7,2589 

1124  _  2589 

1125  _  2589 

1126  _  7,2589 

1127— . 7,2589 

1128  _  7,2589 

1129  _  7,2589 

1130  _ 7,2589 

1131  _  2589 


Proposed  Rules — Continued 

1132— _ _ 

1133 _ _ - 

1134- . . 

1136- _ _ 

1136  _ _ 

1137  _ _ 

1138  _ _ 


_  2589 

. . 2589 

_  2589 

_ 2589 

_  2589 

_ 2589 

_ _ 2589 

1139 _ 2589,2695,3218 

1207— _ 2697 

1421 _ 4019 

1427 . 3601 

1446 . — . .  4019 

1434 . 2726,3310 

8  CFR 

100 _ 3407 

108 _ 3407 

214 _ 2794 

235 _ 3210A 

238 . 34''8 

242 _  3408 

299 . . . .  3210A,  3408 

Proposed  Rules: 

103 . 2817 

9  CFR 

73 _  757^3574 

78 _ _ _  2173 

91 _  2691 

97__ _ 757 

113 _  757,2691,2692,4017 

304  _ 2575 

305  _ 2576 

317 _ _ _ _ —  2576 

445 _  1500 

447 _ 1500 

Proposed  Rules: 

112  _ 788 

113  _  788. 4017 

114  _ 788 

303- . . . —  4438 

381 _  4438 

10  CFR 

1 _ 1230 

21 . . . . —  2973,2974 

35 _ 3210B 

50 _ _ _ 2974,  3210C 

51- _ 2978 

205 _ 3210D 

210  2795 

2 1 1— I— II— III— ~'2~5'6o','2"69'2~,~3~4Y7^  40 14 
212 _ 2795,3467 

Proposed  Rules: 

2 _ 

9 _ _ 

19  _ 

20  _ 

40 _ 

51 _ 

170 _ 


_  4158 

_  2714 

_  799 

_  799 

_  2209 

_  1005 

_  3010 

207 _  2212 

211  _ — _  3467 

212  _  3467 


12  CFR 

204 _ 

225  _ 

226  . 

265 _ 

524 _ 

543 _ 


3973 

2677 

1681 

1505 

3973 

4118 


545 _ _ _ ^  3973,4417 


12  CFR — Continued 

555 _  3973 

745 -  1505,3287 

Proposed  Rules: 

7- . 2836 

9 . 4151 

226 . 1717 

261— _ 3474 

271- . — . . .  4022 

309 _ 2715 

329 -  2212 

404 _  2449 

505 - - - - _  2715 

523  - 1277 

524  -  1277 

525  - 1277 

526  -  1277 

532 . 1277 

544  - 3011 

545  -  1076.1278,3011 

556 -  1278 

561 -  1076,  3011 

563 _  1076,  3011 

563(b) _  4398 

571 _ 1279 

588 . 1279 

602 -  2590 

701 _ 4321 

720 -  2591 

13  CFR 

101 _ 2419 

107 _  1230,1231 

120 _ _ _ _ _  1682 

121 -  4119 

123 _ 3210D 

301- _ _  1029 

304 _ 2796 

Proposed  Rules: 

102 _  3014 

14  CFR 

21 _  1029,  2173,  2420,  2576,  2797 

23 _  2577 

25 _  2577 

29 _  2420 

36 _  1029,  2173,  2797 

39 . . — — _  1, 

2, 1036,  1037, 1232,  1682, 2797, 2978, 
2979,  3287,  3288,  3408,  3574,  3575, 
3759, 4119,  4409 

71 _ _  299, 

1038,  1507,  1508,  1682,  2421,  2422, 

2577,  3210K,  3289,  3409,  3575,  3760, 

4119-4121,4297,  4300 

73 _ _  299,  1038,  4298 

75 _  299 

91 _  2420 

95 _  2577,  3576 

97 _  1232, 3576, 3577, 3761 

121 _  1039 

228 _  2797 

239 _  1039 

250 _  4409 

288 _  1040,  3578 

372a _  1233 

385 _ '  4300 

399 _  3409 

Proposed  Rules: 

21 _ 1061,2823,4152 

36 . 1061,2823,4152 

39 _  1711,3312,3784 

49 _ 2445 

71 _ 1059- 

1061,  1518,  2824,  2825,  3220, 
3312,  3313,  3611,  3784,  3785, 
4152, 4153, 4319, 4444 


VlU 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO,  21— THURSDAY,  JANUARY  30,  1975 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


14  CFR — Continued 
Proposed  Rules — Continued 

73 _  1518,3220 

91 _  1072 

310 _  2826 

385 _  2826 

389 _  2826 

401 _  2446 

1206 _ 2716 

15  CFR 

377 _ 1041,2174 

399 _ 1041 

923 _  1683 

Proposed  Rules: 

4 _  2821 


19  CFR — Continued 
Proposed  Rules — Continued 

177 _ 

201 _ 


2437 

2452 


24  CFR — Continued 

244 -  2802 

300 -  2683,  3210K 


20  CFR 

404  _ 1 _ 1233, 2683 

405  _  1022,3219,3765 

416 _  1508 

614 _ 3 

Proposed  Rules: 

200 . 3317 

404  _  4440 

405  . 797,1057,4440 

416 _  4316 

730 _  791 


570-. 

1275. 

1914. 


2582 

3734 

766, 


760 


16  CFR 

2 _ 

3  _ 

4  _ 

13 _  761, 

3761,  3762,  3974,  3977-3981,  4121- 

4123, 4410-4412 

1500 _  1480 

Proposed  Rules: 

4 _ 

438  _ 

439  _ _ 

ch.  n _ 

302 _ 

1500 _ 

1488,  1491, 2211,  2212,  4320 

1512 _  1493,2211,2212 

1700 _  2827 


21  CFR 

7«;  2 _  2580, 2979 

iSl  29 -  2798 

121 _  2580, 

2581,  2683,  2793,  2799,  2980,  3289 

135 _  1013, 2422, 3448,  3766 

135c _  1013,1014,3448 

135e _  1013, 2422, 2800,  3766,  4417 

314 _  4300 

449  _  3766 

450  _  1512 

600 _  4304 

610 _  4304 

640 _  4304 

1308 _  1236,4150,4418 

Proposed  Rules: 


.2450 

.2450 

.2451 

3276 

3279 

1480, 


17  CFR 

140 _ 

200 _ 

210 _ 

211 _ 

231 _ 


_  4124 

_  1009,3222 

_  1012 

_ 2678 

_ 1695,  2678 


3 _ 

101_. 

132__ 

133_. 

940_. 

1304. 


240  _  1012,2678,3765 

241  _  1695,  2678 

249 _  1013 

251 _ 2678 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 _  789 

150 _  4017 

200 _  3222 

210 _  1078,  1079 

240 _  1079, 1520, 1719, 2215, 4454 

249 _  1079 

18  CFR 

2 _ 2579,3410 

157 -  3410,3981 

260 _ 2680 

Proposed  Rxtles: 

1  -  1077 

2  - 2716 

3  -  1077 

34 -  4320 

154 - 2716 

157 - 2716 

19  CFR 

10 -  3448 

141 - 3448 

171 - - 2797, 4124 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 - 6,3452 

4  - 2437 

111 - 2437,3299 

152 - 2437 

174 -  2437 


_  3783 

_  4315 

-  2822 

-  2822 

-  8 

_  787 

1308 -  787,4016 

22  CFR 

22 -  2800 

61 - 2423 

Proposed  Rules: 

6 _ 


42 _ 

212__ 

603__ 

23  CFR 

490 _ 

625 _ 

656 _ 


2443 

1515 

2442 

3317 


-  2581 

-  2179 

-  3584 

712  -  2179,3982 

713  -  3767 

Proposed  Rules: 

655 . 2708 


24  CFR 

58 -  1392 

203 _  2800 

205 -  3,  2800 

207 _ 2800 

213 - - - ^  2800 

220 _  2801 

221 -  2801 

232 _  2801 

234  -  2801 

235  _  2801 

236  -  2801 

241  -  2801 

242  _  2802 


767,  2180,  2181,  2424,  2425,  3585, 
3586, 3770-3772,  3983-3985 

1915 -  767. 

776,  2182-2203,  2425,  3586,  3773, 
3985,  4125 
Protosed  Rules: 

1280 _ 1902 

1909 _  3310 

1911 -  3310 

1914 -  3585,  3586 

1915. -  3586 

25  CFR 

91 -  3586 

221 -  4305.  4306 

Proposed  Rules: 

41 -  3309 

221 -  787 

26  CFR 

1..  1014, 1236, 1238, 1697, 2683,  2802,  3289 

3  -  1237 

11 -  1016 

20 -  1240 

25 -  1240 

240 -  4418 

250  -  4418 

251  -  4418 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 -  1044,1250.2694.3007 

31 -  1251.3299 

301 -  1044,3299 

27  CFR 

4  -  1240 

Proposed  Rules: 

7 -  4428 

28  CFR 

0 -  3409,4419 

4a - 3210K 

Proposed  Rules: 

16 - 2443 

29  CFR 

75 -  4894 

99 -  2360 

512 _  4 

1601 - 3210M 

1910 _  3982 

1925 _  3593 

1952 -  1512,  3593 

2200 _  3594 

2555 _  2203 

Proposed  Rules: 

70 _ 2705 

103 _  2591.3220 

1208 _ 2451 

1401 _  4155 

1601 _  3220,3786 

1610 -  soil 

1907  . 4439 

1908  _  2703 

1910 _  797, 2822, 3392,  3787, 4019 

1952 -  1082,3606,4022 

30  CFR 

Proposed  Rxtles:: 

211 _  4428 

216 _ _• _  4428 
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31  CFR 


Proposed  Rules: 

1 . 2836 

223- _ _ 786,  2694 

32  CFR 

737- _ 1402 

724 _ 4274 

870 _  3555 

1459 _ 1240 

1470 _  1240 

1811 . 3212 

Proposed  Rules: 

286  . .  2208 

1608 . 2593 

Ch.  XIX _  3010 

Ch.XXI _ 3612 

33  CFR 

110 _ 1016, 2688 

117 _  3290,4307,4308,4419 

124__ . 4308 

127 _  1016 

159 _  4622 

204- _ 3993 

210— . 2582 

Proposed  Rules: 

117 _  3311,  4317,  4318 

207 _ 3601 

209 . 2816 

263— _ 1612 

380 . 1619 

384- . 1620 

401— . 4158 

34  CFR 

232- . 3290 

35  CFR 

67 . . . . 2204,  3595 

253 _ 3213 

Proposed  Rules: 

9 . . - . .  3316 

36  CFR 

7— . — .  762,4135 

231— _ 3290 

313 . 4313 

Proposed  Rules: 

404  . 2447 

405  . 2447 


40  CFR — Continued 

60- . — . 

85 _ 

120 . - . 

180 _ _ 


1043,  1241,  2179,  2586,  2803,  3571, 
4273 

406 . —  915 

408- _ 4582 

416 _  3718 

418— . — . .  2650 

422 - 4102 

426  _ 2952 

427  . 1874 

428—  . 2334 

429-  _ 2804 

432 . 902 

Proposed  Rules: 

2 _ 3786 

52 . 1711, 

2212,  2448,  2832,  2833,  3465, 
4155,  4445, 4447 

171 _  2528,  3010 

180 _ _ _  1276, 1519, 2448 

204  _ 3466 

205  . 3467 

406— . . . . — _  921 

408 _ 4608 

415  . 1712 

416  . 3730 

418- .  2654 

422 - 4110 

426 _  2963 

427- . . . — .  1879 

428  _  2347 

429  - 2833,  2834 

432 _  912 

443 .  2352 


42  CFR — Continued 

Proposed  Rules: 

23— . . 

50 _ 

59 _ 

66 _ 

72 . . 


43  CFR 

1780- . . 

4110- _ _ 

Public  Land  Orders: 

5462 . . . 

Proposed  Rules: 

52c . 

2920 _ 

3500 _ 

3520 . — . 


45  CFR 

75 _ 

103 _ 

141 _ _ 

177 _ 

205 . . 

233 _ 

1060 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  I- . 

5 . . . 

11 . — . 

19 . . 

63 _ 


41  CFR 

1-1 _ 


99- .  1208,2208 

103 . 8 

166 _  3382 

182 _  3007 

189 . 1053 

250 _  2707 

503 . 3786 

612 . .  3313 

704 . 4154 

1100 -  3014 

1215 . 3462 


38  CFR 

2  . . . .  4135 

3  . .  1241 

9 _ _ _  4135 
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Thi«  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  appHcability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Coda  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  50 — ^Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I— U.S.  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE 
SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 
Wildlife  Refuges  in  Certain  States 

The  following  special  regulations  are 
Issued  and  are  effective  on  January  1, 
1975. 

§  33.5  Special  regulations;  sport  fish¬ 
ing;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Alabama 

CHOCTAW  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Choctaw  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Jackson,  Alabama,  is 
permitted  only  on  the  areas  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  fishing.  These  (^?en 
areas,  comprising  2,000  acres,  are  shown 
on  a  map  available  at  the  refuge  head¬ 
quarters  and  from  the  office  of  the  Re¬ 
gnal  Director,  U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  17  Executive  Park  Drive,  N.E., 
Atlanta.  Georgia  30329.  I^rt  fishing 
shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  applicable 
State  regulations  subject  to  the  following 
special  eondltlons: 

(1)  The  sport  fishing  season  is  open 
year-rotind  on  all  refuge  waters  not 
closed  by  signs. 

(2)  Fishing  Is  permitted  during  day¬ 
light  hours  only. 

(3)  Firearms  are  not  permitted. 

(4)  Equipment  (boats,  trailers,  ve¬ 
hicles,  etc.)  not  permitted  overnight. 

Arkansas 

BIG  LAKE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Big  Lake  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Manila,  Arkansas,  is 
permitted  on  all  water  areas.  These 
areas,  cfxnprising  4,000  acres,  are  deline¬ 
ated  on  a  map  available  at  the  refuge 
headquarters  and  from  the  office  of  the 
Regional  Director,  U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  17  Executive  Park  Drive,  N.E., 
Atlanta.  Georgia  30329.  Sport  fishing 
shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  applicable 
State  regulations  except  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  special  conditions: 

(1)  The  sport  fishing  season  on  the 
refuge  extends  year-roimd  except  for 
closure  during  duck  hunting  season. 

(2)  Limb  lines  may  not  be  used. 

(3)  Trotline  fishing  permitted  at 
night. 

HOLLA  BEND  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  is  permitted  on  all  waters 
of  Holla  Bend  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 
Sport  fishing  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  State  and  Federal  regula¬ 
tions  covering  fishing,  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  special  condition: 


(1)  Fishing  is  peimitted  only  during 
the  period  March  15  through  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  dayUght  hours  only. 

WAPANOCCA  national  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Wapanocca  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Turrell,  Arkansas, 
is  permitted  on  Wapanocca  Lake  and 
other  areas  as  designated  by  signs  as 
open  to  fishing.  These  open  areas  are 
delineated  on  a  map  available  at  the  ref¬ 
uge  headquarters  and  from  the  office  of 
the  Regional  Director,  U.S,  Pish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  17  Executive  Park 
Ihrive,  N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30329.  Sport 
fishing  sh^  be  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  State  regulations  except  the 
following  special  conditions: 

(1)  The  sport  fishing  season  on  the 
refuge  extends  from  April  1,  1975, 
through  September  30, 1975. 

(2)  Pish^  permitted  during  daylight 
hours  only. 

(3)  Motors  larger  than  10  horsepower 
are  prohibited.  No  boats  are  allowed  in 
the  Woody  Ponds  area  on  the  south  side 
of  the  refuge. 

(4)  The  use  of  jug,  drop,  or  trotUnes 
Is  prohibited. 

(5)  The  use  of  live  carp,  shad,  buffalo, 
and  goldfish  for  bait  Is  prohibited. 

(6)  No  fishing  permitted  within  100 
yards  of  the  bridge,  water  control  struc¬ 
ture  and  boat  dock  which  is  located  be¬ 
hind  the  refuge  headquarters. 

WHITK  RIVER  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  White  River  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  DeWitt,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  is  permitted  only  on  the  areas  desig¬ 
nated  by  signs  as  open  to  fishing.  These 
open  areas  comprising  2,592  acres  are 
delineated  on  a  map  available  at  the 
refuge  headquarters  and  from  the  office 
of  the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  17  Executive  Park 
Drive,  'N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30329. 
Sport  fishing  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  State  regulations  except 
the  following  special  conditions: 

(1)  The  sport  fishing  season  on  the 
refuge  extends  from  March  16,  1975, 
through  October  31, 1975. 

(2)  Boats  without  owner’s  name  plate 
affixed  in  a  conspicuous  place  may  not 
be  left  overnight. 

(3)  Taking  of  frogs  is  prohibited. 

(4)  All  fishermen  must  exhibit  their 
fishing  license,  fish,  and  vehicle  and  boat 
contents  to  Federal  and  State  officers 
upon  request. 

(5)  It  is  unlawful  to  fail  to  run  trot- 
llnes  every  24  hours  and  remove  catch 
therefrom.  Lines  not  being  properly 
tended  shall  be  confiscated  and  removed 
from  the  watw. 


Florida 

LAKE  WOOURUFF  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 
REFUGE 

Sport  fi^ng  on  the  Lake  Woodruff 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  de  Leon 
Springs,  Florida,  is  permitted  only  on 
the  areas  designated  by  signs  as  open  to 
fishing.  These  open  areas,  comprising 
650  acres,  are  delineated  on  a  map  avail¬ 
able  at  the  refuge  headquarters  and  from 
the  office  of  the  Regional  Director,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  17  EScecutive 
Park  Drive,  N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30329. 
Sport  fishing  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  State  regulations,  subject 
to  the  following  special  conditions: 

(1)  The  sport  fishing  season  is  open 
year-round  on  refuge  waters  west  of 
Norris  Dead  River,  Lake  Woodruff,  and 
Spring  Garden  Creek.  Refuge  waters  east 
of  the  canal  bordering  the  east  side  of 
Norris  Dead  River,  Lake  Woodruff,  and 
Spring  Garden  Creek  will  be  open  to  fish¬ 
ing  only  when  such  use  will  not  result  in 
undne  disturbance  to  wildlife  or  will  not 
interfere  with  wildlife  management 
practices  being  carried  out  on  the  area. 
Such  periods  of  permitted  use  win  be 
designated  by  appropriate  signing  and 
win  generally  occur  during  the  period 
from  March  15  to  October  15. 

(2)  Limited  areas  throughout  the  ref¬ 
uge  may  be  designated  as  closed  by  ap¬ 
propriate  signing  to  protect  wildlife  or 
other  refuge  values. 

(3)  Fishing  on  refuge  waters  is  per¬ 
mitted  during  daylight  hours  only. 

(4)  Air- thrust  boats  are  prohibited. 

(5)  Firearms  of  any  tsqie  are  pro¬ 
hibited. 

(6)  State  regulations  govern  fishing  in 
State-owned  waters  contained  in  Spring 
Garden  Lake,  Spring  Garden  Creek, 
Norris  Dead  River  and  Highland  Park 
Canal,  Lake  Woodruff,  Tick  Island  Mud 
Lake,  Tick  Island  Creek,  and  Lake 
Dexter. 

LOXAHATCHK  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  is  permitted  in  all  waters 
of  the  Loxahatchee  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Delray  Beach,  Florida,  except 
those  marked  by  signs  as  being  closed. 
The  open  areas,  comprising  74,492  acres, 
are  delineated  on  a  map  available  at  the 
refuge  headquarters  and  from  the  office 
of  the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  17  Executive  Park  Drive, 
N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30329.  Sport  fish¬ 
ing  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  ap¬ 
plicable  State  and  Federal  regulations 
subject  to  the  following  special  condi¬ 
tions: 

(1)  Sport  flahing  is  permitted  year- 
round. 
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(2)  Pishing  is  restricted  to  iy2  hours 
before  sunrise  until  1  hour  after  sunset. 

(3)  Boats  must  enter  or  leave  the  ref¬ 
uge  through  the  three  public  ramps  as 
follows: 

(a)  S-5A  (Twenty-Mile  Bend)  boat 
ramp. 

(b)  Headquarters  boat  ramp. 

(c)  S-39  (Loxahatchee  Recreation 
Area)  boat  ramps. 

(4)  Method  of  fishing  is  with  attended 
xxxi  and  reel  and/or  pole  and  line. 

(5)  Air-thrust  boats  may  be  author¬ 
ized  only  by  special  permit  Issued  by  the 
refuge  manager.  Speedboats  and  racing 
craft  are  prohibited. 

(6)  Persons  must  follow  such  routes 
of  travel  within  the  area  as  may  be  de¬ 
signated  by  posting  by  the  refuge  ofBcer- 
In-charge.  To  protect  Government  prop¬ 
erty  or  wildlife  the  refuge  o£Bcer-ln- 
charge  may  close  any  or  all  of  the  area. 

MERRITT  ISLAND  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Merritt  Island  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge.  Titusville.  Florida, 

Is  permitted  only  on  the  areas  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  fishing.  These  open 
areas  are  delineated  on  a  map  available 
at  the  refuge  headquarters  and  from  the 
Regional  Director.  U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  17  Executive  Park  Drive,  N.E., 
Atlanta.  Georgia  30329.  Salt  and  fresh¬ 
water  fish  may  be  taken  In  accordance 
with  all  applicable  State  regulations  ex¬ 
cept  for  the  following  special  conditions: 

(1)  Sport  fishing  is  permitted  in  the 
open  areas  year-round  except  that  fish¬ 
ing  may  be  prohibited  at  certain  times 
when  safety  and  operational  factors  by 
NASA  so  require.  At  such  times  the  area 
will  be  posted  as  closed.  Bank  fishing 
along  Banana  Creek  is  prohibited.  Air- 
thrust  boats  are  not  allowed  on  Refuge 
waters. 

(2)  Legal  methods  of  fishing: 

(a)  Attended  rod  and  reel  and/or  pole 
and  line  permitted. 

(b)  Bow  fishing  with  retrieving  line 
attached. 

(c)  Cast  nets  are  permitted  with  not 
more  than  7  feet  length  and  not  more 
than  14  feet  in  diameter  and  no  less  than 
1  inch  mesh. 

(3)  All  State  regulations  must  be 
obeyed  while  fishing  on  the  refuge  and 
fishing  license  must  be  carried  on  the 
person  to  be  exhibited  to  Federal  or  State 
ofBcers  upon  request.  No  special  Refuge 
permit  is  required. 

ST.  MARKS  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  St.  Marks  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge.  St.  Marks,  Flor¬ 
ida,  is  permitted  only  on  the  areas  des¬ 
ignated  by  signs  as  open  to  fishing.  These 
open  areas,  comprising  50,000  acres,  are 
delineated  on  a  map  available  at  the 
refuge  headquarters  and  from  the  ofBce 
of  the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  17  Executive  Park  Drive, 
N.E.,  Atlanta,  (jeorgla  30329.  Sport  fish¬ 
ing  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  appli¬ 
cable  State  regulations  except  the  follow¬ 
ing  special  conditions : 

(1)  The  sport  fishing  season  on  the 
refuge  extends  from  March  15,  1975, 
through  October  L5, 1975. 


(2)  Pishing  permitted  one-half  hour 
before  sunrise  until  one-half  hour  after 
sunset,  7  days  a  week. 

(3)  Boats  with  gasoline  engines  to  4 
horsepower  and  electric  motors  are  per¬ 
mitted. 

(4)  Xrotlines  as  permitted  by  State 
regulations  are  allowed  except  that  lines 
shall  be  taken  up  prior  to  closing  hour 
of  fishing  daily. 

ST.  VINCENT  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  St.  Vincent  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Franklin  County, 
Apalachicola,  Florida,  is  permitted  only 
on  the  areas  designated  by  signs  as  open 
to  fishing.  These  open  areas,  comprising 
360  acres,  are  delineated  on  a  map  avail¬ 
able  at  the  refuge  headquarters  and  from 
the  ofiBce  of  the  Regional  Director,  U.S. 
Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  17  Executive 
Park  Drive,  N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30329. 
Sport  fishing  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  State  regulations. 

(1)  The  sport  fishing  season  extends 
from  March  1,  1975,  through  October  30, 
1975. 

(2)  Fishermen  are  permitted  on  the 
refuge  from  1  hour  before  sunrise  to  1 
hour  after  sunset. 

(3)  No  motors  of  any  type  may  be 
used. 

(4)  Users  must  follow  designated 
routes  of  travel  from  the  beach  to  the 
open  fishing  area. 

(5)  Boats  may  be  left  on  the  Island 
at  designated  points  during  the  open 
season  provided  they  are  identified  with 
their  owner’s  name  and  address.  Boats 
must  be  removed  from  the  refuge  no 
later  than  October  30, 1975. 

(6)  Use  of  live  minnows  as  bait  Is  pro¬ 
hibited. 

Georgia 

BLACK  BEARD  ISLAND  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 
REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Blackbeard  Island 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  McIntosh 
Covmty,  Townsend,  Georgia,  is  permitted 
only  on  the  areas  designated  by  signs 
as  open  to  fishing.  These  open  areas, 
comprising  680  acres,  are  delineated  on 
a  map  available  at  the  refuge  headquar¬ 
ters  and  from  the  ofQce  of  the  Regional 
Director,  U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
17  Executive  Park  Drive,  NJE.,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30329.  Sport  fishing  shall  be  in 
accordance  with  all  applicable  State  reg¬ 
ulations  except  the  following  special  con¬ 
ditions: 

(1)  The  sport  fishing- season  on  the 
refuge  extends  from  March  15,  1975, 
through  October  25, 1975. 

(2)  Pishing  is  permitted  in  daylight 
hours  only. 

(3)  Boats  with  electric  motors  per¬ 
mitted.  Boats  with  gasoline  powered 
motors  prohibited. 

(4)  Use  of  live  minnows  as  bait  pro¬ 
hibited. 

OKEFENOKEE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  is  permitted  on  the  Oke- 
fenokee  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Way- 
cross,  Georgia.  Certain  isolated  areas  are 
closed  and  posted.  The  open  areas  are 
delineated  on  a  map  available  at  the 


refuge  headquarters  and  from  the  ofiBce 
of  the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Pish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  17  Executive  Park 
Drive,  N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30329.  Sport 
fishing  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  State  regulations  except  the 
following  special  conditions: 

(1)  Fishing  permitted  during  daylight 
hours  only. 

(2)  Boats  with  motors  not  larger  than 
10  hp.,  canoes,  and  rowboats  permitted. 

(3)  Artificial  and  live  bait  (except  live 
minnows)  permitted. 

(4)  Trotlines,  limb  lines,  nets,  or  other 
set  tackle  prohibited. 

(5)  Persons  entering  refuge  from  main 
access  points  must  register  with  the  re¬ 
spective  concessioner. 

(6)  Persons  using  the  sill  access  ramp 
on  the  pocket  are  required  to  sign  and 
register  when  they  enter  the  swamp  and 
again  when  they  leave.  Use  of  launching 
facilities  is  permitted  as  long  as  parking 
regulations  are  not  violated.  Parking 
regulations  are  posted  at  registration 
station. 

PIEDMONT  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Piedmont  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Roimd  Oak, 
Georgia,  is  permitted  only  on  the  area 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  fishing. 
This  open  area,  comprising  approxi¬ 
mately  25  acres,  is  delineated  on  a  map 
available  at  the  refuge  headquarters  and 
from  the  ofiQce  of  the  Regional  Director, 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  17  Execu¬ 
tive  Park  Drive,  N.E.,  Atlanta.  Georgia 
30329.  Sport  fishing  shall  be  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  all  applicable  State  regula¬ 
tions  subject  to  the  foU owing  special 
conditions: 

Open  season:  June  1-September  22, 
1975 — Allison  Lake. 

Hours:  Daylight  hours  only  (camping 
prohibited) . 

Species,  limits  and  equipment:  Samp 
as  State  regulations  with  following  ex¬ 
ceptions: 

•  Electric  motors  permitted  on  boats. 

Boats  may  not  be  left  in  fishing  area 
overnight. 

Pishing  area  open  for  bank  fishing 
within  posted  areas  only. 

General:  Weapons  and  dogs  are  pro¬ 
hibited.  Littering  and  alcoholic  bever¬ 
ages  are  prohibited.  The  destruction, 
disturbance,  or  removal  of  wood  duck 
nesting  facilities,  plants,  animals,  or  any 
public  property  is  prohibited. 

Vehicles:  Use  only  roads  and  trails 
that  are  designated  as  being  open  for 
public  travel.  Maximum  speed  on  gravel 
roads  open  for  travel  is  15  MPH. 

Louisiana 

CATAHOULA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Catahoula  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge.  Jena,  Louisiana, 
is  permitted  on  the  areas  designated  by 
signs  as  open  to  fishing.  The  open  areas, 
comprised  of  the  Cowpen  Bayou  Im¬ 
poundment  and  Duck  Lake  Marsh,  are 
delineated  on  a  map  available  at  the 
refuge  headquarters  and  from  the  office 
of  the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Pldi  and 
Wildlife  Service,  17  Executive  Park 
Drive,  N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30329. 
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Sport  fishing  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  State  regulations  and  the 
following  special  refuge  conditions: 

(1)  The  sport  fishing  season  on  the 
refuge  extends  from  April  12,  1975, 
through  October  26,  1975. 

(2)  Pishing  permitted  from  30  minutes 
before  sxmrise  to  30  minutes  after  simset. 

(3)  Gasoline  powered  outboard  motors 
are  not  allowed  in  Cowpen  Bayou. 
Electric  trolling  motors  only  may  be 
used.  Outboard  motors  may  be  us^  in 
Duck  Lake  Marsh. 

(4)  Boats  may  not  be  left  In  the 
refuge  overnight. 

(5)  No  camping  or  campfires  per¬ 
mitted. 

(6)  No  firearms  permitted  on  the 
refuge. 

DELTA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  and  sport  shrimping  on 
the  Delta  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Venice,  Louisiana,  are  permitted  only  on 
the  areas  designated  by  signs  as  open  to 
fishing.  These  open  areas,  comprising 
approximately  48,000  acres,  are  deline¬ 
ate  on  a  map  available  at  the  refuge 
headquarters  and  from  the  office  of  the 
Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Service,  17  Executive  Park  Drive, 
NB.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30329.  Sport  fish¬ 
ing  and  sport  shrimping  shall  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  all  applicable  State  regu¬ 
lations  except  the  following  special 
conditions: 

(1)  The  sport  fishing  and  sport 
shrimping  season  on  the  refuge  shall  be 
closed  during  the  waterfowl  himting 
season. 

(2)  Fishing  and  shrimping  permitted 
during  daylight  hours  only. 

<3)  Sport  shrimp  trawls  are  restricted 
to  a  maximum  of  25  feet. 

(4)  Air-thrust  boats  are  prohibited. 

LACASSIME  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Lacassine  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Lake  Arthur, 
Louisiana,  is  permitted  only  on  the  areas 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  fishing. 
These  c^pen  areas,  comprising  28,000 
acres,  are  delineated  on  a  map  available 
at  the  refuge  headquarters  and  frcmi  the 
office  of  the  R^onal  Director,  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  S«wice,  17  Executive  Park 
Drive,  N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30329. 
Sport  fishing  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  State  regulations  except 
the  following  special  conditions: 

(1)  The  sport  fishing  sesuson  on  the 
refuge  extends  from  March  1,  1975, 
through  October  15,  1975. 

(2)  No  person  may  possess  more  than 
the  daily  creel  limit  allowed  by  State 
regulations. 

(3)  Fishing  permitted  from  one  hour 
before  sunrise  to  one  hour  after  sunset. 

(4)  Entry  to  Lacassine  Pool  restricted 
to  four-roller-ways  provided. 

(5)  Boats  may  not  be  left  inside  the 
refuge  overnight. 

(6)  Boats  with  outboard  motors  no 
larger  than  20  horsepower  permitted  in 
Lacassine  Pool.  No  size  restrictions  on 
boats  and  motors  in  the  canals  and 
streams. 


SABINE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  game  fishing  on  the  Sabine  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Sulphur,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  is  permitted  only  on  the  areas  des¬ 
ignated  by  signs  as  open  to  fishing.  These 
open  areas,  compris^g  40,000  acres,  are 
delineated  on  a  map  available  at  the 
refuge  headquarters  and  from  the  office 
of  the  Regional  EHrector,  U.S.  Pish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  17  Executive  Park  Eirive, 
N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30329.  Sport  fish¬ 
ing  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  appli¬ 
cable  State  regulations  except  the  fol¬ 
lowing  special  conditions: 

(1)  The  sport  game  fishing  season  on 
the  refuge  extends  from  March  1,  1975, 
through  October  15,  1975. 

(2)  No  person  may  possess  more  than 
the  daily  creel  limit  allowed  by  State 
regulations. 

(3)  Fishermen  must  not  enter  refuge 
waters  earlier  than  one  hour  before  sun¬ 
rise  and  shall  leave  refuge  waters  by  one 
horn'  after  sunset. 

(4)  Boats  may  be  moored  only  at  des¬ 
ignated  areas  in  Pool  lb  or  Pool  3.  Boats 
left  at  these  mooring  sites  must  bear 
owner’s  name  and  address.  Boats  found 
moored  outside  designated  areas  or 
without  required  identification  will  be  re¬ 
moved  to  refuge  headquarters.  All  boats 
must  be  removed  from  the  refuge  prior 
to  the  close  of  the  fishing  season. 

(5)  Boats  may  not  be  dragged  across 
levees  for  access  to  poor  areas.  Travel 
over  the  refuge  is  restricted  to  waterways. 
Fishermen  are  not  to  walk  canal  banks 
or  levees.  Boat  access  into  Pool  lb  is 
restricted  to  bridge  sites  on  Road  Canal. 

(6)  Boats  with  outboard  motors  not 
larger  than  20  horsepower  permitted  in 
refuge  lakes  and  impoundments.  No  size 
restrictions  on  boats  and  motors  in  the 
canals  and  bayous. 

Mississippi 

NOXUBK  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  flskiing  on  the  Noxubee  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Brooksville,  Mississippi, 
is  permitted  on  all  refuge  waters  not 
specifically  posted  as  closed  to  entry. 
These  open  areas,  comprising  2,000  acres, 
are  delineated  on  a  map  available  at  the 
refuge  headquartess  and  from  the  office 
of  the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  17  Executive  Park  Drive, 
N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30329.  Sport  fish¬ 
ing  shall  be  In  accordance  with  all  appli¬ 
cable  State  regulations  subject  to  the 
following  special  conditions: 

(1)  The  sport  fishing  season  on  the  ref¬ 
uge  extends  from  March  1  through  Oc¬ 
tober  31,  1975. 

(2)  Fishing  permitted  during  daylight 
hours  only. 

(3)  A  daily  permit  (50  cents)  is  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Mississippi  Game  and  Fish 
Commission  to  fish  in  Bluff  and  Loak- 
foma  Lakes  and  tail-waters  of  the  spill¬ 
ways. 

(4)  No  limb  lines  or  limb  hooks  are 
permitted  in  Bluff  and  Loakfoma  Lakes. 

(5)  All  trotlines  will  be  removed  from 
the  refuge  by  the  close  of  the  refuge 
fishing  season. 

(6)  Private  boats  may  not  be  left  over¬ 
night  on  the  refuge. 

(7)  No  snag  lines  permitted. 


Novih  Carolina 

MATTAMUSKEET  NATIONAL  WILDLIEB  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing,  bow  fishing,  and  herring 
dipping  on  the  Mattamuskeet  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  are  permitted  only  on 
the  areas  designated  by  signs  as  open. 
These  open  areas,  comprising  40,000 
acres,  are  delineated  on  a  map  available 
at  the  refuge  headquarters  and  from  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Pish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  17  Executive  Park 
Drive,  N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30329.  These 
activities  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  State  regulations  subject  to 
the  following  sp^ial  conditions: 

(1)  Sport  fishing  and  bow  fishing  sea¬ 
sons  extend  from  March  1  through 
November  1. 

(2)  As  an  exception  to  (1)  above,  the 
following  areas  are  open  to  bank  fishing 
during  the  entire  year. 

(a)  The  causeway  (State  Highway  94 
which  crosses  the  lake) . 

(b)  In  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the 
Lake  Landing  water  control  structure. 

(c)  In  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the 
Outfall  Canal  water  control  structure  at 
Mattamuskeet  Lodge. 

(3)  Herring  (alewife)  dipping  will  be 
permitted  from  March  1  through  May  15 
from  the  canal  banks  and  water  control 
structures  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of 
the  following  locations: 

(a)  Waupoppin  Canal  control  struc¬ 
ture — daylight  hours  only. 

(b)  Outfall  Canal  control  structure — 
daylight  hours  only. 

(c)  Lake  Landing  control  structure — 
closed  from  sunset  Sunday  to  sunrise 
Monday;  sunset  Tuesday  to  sunrise 
Wednesday;  sunset  Thursday  to  sunrise 
Friday.  Open  at  other  times. 

(4)  Boats  and  outboard  motors  with¬ 
out  size  limitations  permitted.  Airboats 
are  prohibited. 

(5)  Certain  areas  win  be  posted  as 
closed  to  motor  boats  to  prevent  dis¬ 
turbance  in  prime  spawning  zones. 

PEE  DEE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Pee  Dee  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Wadesboro,  North 
Carolina,  is  permitted  only  on  the  areas 
designated  ^  signs  as  open  to  fishing. 
These  open  areas  are  delineated  on  a 
map  available  at  the  refuge  headquarters 
and  from  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Director,  UB.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Serv¬ 
ice,  17  Executive  Park  Drive,  NE., 
Atlanta.  Georgia  30329.  Sport  fishing 
shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  applicable 
State  regulations,  except  the  following 
special  conditions: 

(1)  Open  Season:  Year-roimd— 
Brown  Creek — within  100  yards  of  the 
Brown  Creek  Recreation  Area. 

(2)  Open  Season:  April  1-Septem- 
ber  30 — Sullivan  Pond — Anson  County; 
Andrews  Pond — ^Richmond  County;  Pee 
Dee  River — ^Anson  and  Richmond  Coun¬ 
ties. 

(3)  Piling  pcnnitted  from  sunrise 
to  sunset. 

(4)  Only  bank  fishing  permitted. 

(5)  Firearms,  camping,  open  fires,  and 
night  use  prohibited. 

(6)  No  special  refuge  permit  Is  re¬ 
quired. 
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South  Carolina 

CAPE  ROMAIN  NATIONAL  WILDLIPE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Bulls  Island  Unit 
of  the  Cape  Romain  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Awendaw,  South  Carolina,  Is 
permitted  only  on  the  areas  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  fishing.  These  open 
areas,  comprising  610  acres,  are  deline¬ 
ated  on  a  map  available  at  the  refuge 
headquarters  and  from  the  office  of  the 
Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Service,  17  Executive  Park  Drive, 
N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30329.  Sport  fish¬ 
ing  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  ap¬ 
plicable  State  regulations  except  the  fol- 
low'ing  special  conditions; 

(1)  The  sport  fishing  season  on  the 
refuge  extends  from  March  15,  1975, 
through  September  30, 1975. 

(2)  Fishing  permitted  during  daylight 
hours  only.  No  overnight  camping  al¬ 
lowed. 

(3)  Boats  with  electric  motors  per¬ 
mitted;  gasoline  powered  engines  pro¬ 
hibited. 

(4)  Boats  must  be  removed  from  the 
refuge  at  the  close  of  each  day. 

CAROLINA  SANDHILLS  NATIONAL 
WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Carolina  Sandhills 
National  WUdlife  Refuge.  McBee,  South 
Carolina,  is  permitted  only  on  the  areas 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  fishing. 
These  open  areas,  comprising  135  acres, 
are  delineated  on  a  map  available  at  the 
refuge  headquarters  and  from  the  office 
of  the  Regional  Director.  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  17  Executive  Park 
Drive.  N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30329.  Sport 
fishing  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  State  regulations  except  the 
following  special  conditions: 

(1)  The  sport  fishing  season  on  the 
refuge  extends  from  January  1,  1975, 
through  December  31,  1975  on  Lake  Bee, 
and  the  Black  Creek  Bridge  areas  on 
State  Road  33,  State  Road  145,  and  U.S. 
Highway  1;  from  March  17, 1975,  through 
October  11.  1975  on  Martin’s  Lake, 
Lake  16,  Pools  A,  D,  G.  and  H;  and  from 
March  17,  1975,  through  September  12, 
1975  on  Lake  17  and  Pool  J. 

(2)  Fishing  permitted  from  official 
local  sunrise  until  one-half  hour  after 
official  local  sunset. 

(3)  Boats  with  electric  motors  per¬ 
mitted  only  in  Lake  Bee,  Lake  16,  and 
Lake  17,  and  Martin’s  Lake.  Other  type 
motors  prohibited.  ’The  other  areas  are 
open  only  for  bank  fishing  within  posted 
areas. 

(4)  Alcoholic  beverages  prohibited. 

(5)  AH  boats  and  fishermen  must  re¬ 
main  at  least  30  feet  away  from  wood 
duck  nesting  boxes  or  goose  nesting 
areas.  Nesting  areas  in  Martin’s  Lake  are 
closed  and  posted  with  closed  area  signs. 

SANTEE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  Santee  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  is  permitted  on  all 
areas  except  for  those  designated  by 
signs  as  being  closed.  'The  closed  areas 
are  delineated  on  a  map  that  is  avail¬ 
able  at  refuge  headquarters  and  from  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  F’ish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  17  Executive  Park 


Drive,  N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30329.  Sport 
fishing  shall  be  inaccordance  with  all  ap¬ 
plicable  State  regulations  and  subject  to 
the  following  conditions: 

(1)  Waters  within  all  land  units 
(Cuddo,  Pine  Island,  Bluff,  and  Dingle 
Pond)  are  closed  to  fishing. 

(2)  Cantey  Bay.  Blackbottom,  and 
Savannah  Branch  are  closed  from  No¬ 
vember  1  to  February  28. 

SAVANNAH  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Savannah  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge.  Jasper  County, 
Hardeeville,  South  Carolina,  is  permitted 
only  on  the  areas  designated  by  signs 
as  open  to  fishing.  These  open  areas, 
comprising  3,000  acres,  are  delineated  on 
a  map  available  at  the  refuge  headquar¬ 
ters  and  from  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Serv¬ 
ice,  17  Executive  Park  Drive,  N.E.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Georgia  30329.  Sport  fishing  shall 
be  in  accordance  with  all  applicable  State 
regulations  except  the  following  special 
conditions: 

(1)  The  sport  fishing  season  on  the 
refuge  extends  from  March  15,  1975, 
through  October  25, 1975. 

(2)  Fishing  is  permitted  during  day¬ 
light  hours  only. 

(3)  Boats  powered  with  electric  motors 
are  permitted  in  the  impoundments. 
Boats  powered  wdth  gasoline  motors  are 
prohibited  in  the  impoundments. 

Tennessee 

CROSS  CREEKS  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Cross  Creeks  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Dover,  Tennes¬ 
see,  is  permitted  only  on  areas  desig¬ 
nated  by  signs  as  open  to  fishing.  These 
open  areas,  comprising  4,050  acres,  are 
delineated  on  a  map  that  is  available  at 
the  refuge  headquarters  and  from  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Director.  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  17  Executive  Park 
Drive,  N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30329. 
Sport  fishing  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  State  regulations  subject 
to  the  following  special  conditions: 

(1)  ’The  open  season  for  Elk  and  South 
Cross  Creek  Reservoirs  and  the  15  small¬ 
er  refuge  ponds  extends  from  April  1 
through  September  15.  1975.  Fishing  is 
p>ermitted  in  these  refuge  bodies  of  water 
from  30  minutes  before  sunrise  to  30 
minutes  after  sunset.  The  sport  fishing 
season  is  open  24  hours  per  day,  year- 
round  on  Barkley  Lake. 

(2)  Boats  powered  by  outboard  motors 
of  5  horsepower  or  less  are  permitted  on 
Elk  and  South  Cross  Creek  Reservoirs. 
’The  15  smaller  refuge  ponds  are  re¬ 
stricted  to  use  by  boats  powered  only  by 
electric  trolling  motors  and/or  paddle. 
Motor  size  is  not  restricted  on  Barkley 
Lake. 

(3)  Methods  of  fishing  the  two  reser¬ 
voirs  and  impoundments  are  limited  to 
hand  fishing  with  rod  and  reel  and/or 
pole  and  line. 

(4)  Overnight  camping  and/or  over¬ 
night  mooring  of  boats  are  prohibited  on 
the  refuge. 

(5)  For  their  safety  fishermen  must 
follow  designated  routes  of  travel  while 
on  the  refuge  and  use  the  parking  areas 
as  provided. 


(6)  All  State  regulations  must  be 
obeyed  while  fishing  on  refuge  reservoirs 
as  well  as  that  iwrtion  of  Barkley  Lake 
within  the  refuge.  Fishing  license  must 
be  carried  on  the  person  to  be  exhibited 
to  Federal  or  State  officers  upon  request. 

No  special  refuge  permit  is  required. 

HATCinE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Hatchie  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Brownsville,  Tennessee, 

Is  permitted  only  on  the  areas  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  fishing.  'These  open 
areas,  comprising  100  acres,  are  delin¬ 
eated  on  a  map  available  at  the  refuge 
headquarters  and  from  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  17 
Executive  Park  Drive,  N.E..  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30329.  Sport  fishing  shall  be  in 
accordance  with  all  applicable  State 
regulations  except  the  following  special 
conditions; 

(1)  The  sport  fi.shing  season  on  the 
refuge  extends  from  April  1,  1975, 
through  November  14, 1975. 

(2)  Fishing  permitted  during  daylight 
hours  only. 

(3)  Boats  powered  with  electric  out¬ 
board  motors  are  permitted.  Gasoline 
outboard  motors  are  prohibited. 

(4)  Methods  of  fishing  are  limited  to 
pole  and  line  or  rod  and  reel,  using  nat¬ 
ural  or  artificial  bait. 

(5)  Vehicles  may  be  ased  on  refuge 
roads  and  trails  to  reach  fishing  area. 

(6)  Footpaths  may  be  used  to  reach 
all  lakes  from  Hatchie  River. 

(7)  Firearms  prohibited. 

(8)  Boats  must  be  removed  from  ref¬ 
uge  no  later  than  November  30. 

REELFOOT  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Reelfoot  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Tennessee,  is  permitted 
only  on  the  areas  designated  by  signs  as 
open  to  fishing.  These  open  areas,  com¬ 
prising  9,092  acres,  are  delineated  on  a 
map  available  at  the  refuge  headquar¬ 
ters  and  from  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Director.  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
17  Executive  Park  Drive,  N.E.,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30329.  Sp>ort  fishing  shall  be  in 
accordance  with  all  applicable  State  reg¬ 
ulations  except  the  following  special  con¬ 
ditions; 

(1)  'The  fishing  season  on  that  portion 
of  the  refuge  located  north  of  Upper 
Blue  Basin  extends  from  February  15, 
1975,  through  October  23,  1975.  The  fish¬ 
ing  season  on  that  portion  of  the  refuge 
located  south  of  Upper  Blue  Basin  ex¬ 
tends  from  January  21.  1975  until  the 
day  preceding  opening  of  the  1975  water- 
fowl  season. 

(2)  Fishing  with  bows  and  arrows  is 
prohibited  at  all  times. 

(3)  Boats  with  motors  of  not  more 
than  10  horsepower  may  be  used. 

LAKE  ISOM  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Lake  Isom  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Tennessee,  is  per¬ 
mitted  only  on  the  areas  designated  by 
signs  as  open  to  fishing.  ’These  open 
areas.  compri.sing  750  acres,  are  deline¬ 
ated  on  a  map  available  at  the  refuge 
headquarters  and  from  the  office  of  the 
Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Service,  17  Executive  Park  Drive, 
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N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30329.  Sport  fish¬ 
ing  shaii  be  in  accordance  with  all  ap- 
pUcable  State  regulations  except  the  fol¬ 
lowing  special  conditions: 

(1)  The  sport  fishing  season  on  the 
refuge  extends  from  March  16,  1975, 
through  September  30,  1975,  sunrise  to 
sunset  daily. 

(2)  Pishing  with  bows  and  arrows  Is 
prohibited  at  all  times. 

(3)  Boats  with  motors  of  not  more 
than  6  horsepower  may  be  used. 

The  provisions  of  these  special  regula¬ 
tions  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  TTltle 
50.  Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Part  33, 
and  are  effective  through  December  31, 
1975. 

Albert  W.  Jackson, 

Acting  Regional  Director, 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

January  21,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-2736  Piled  1-29-75:8:46  am] 

Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

I  Airspace  Docket  No.  74-NE-24] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Federal  Airways 

On  December  11,  1974,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  (NPRM)  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
43230)  stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  was  considering 
an  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviatiou  Regulations  that  would  extend 
V-496  from  Lebanon,  N  H.,  to  Kenne- 
bunk,  Maine,  and  rescind  V-141E  between 
Concord,  N.H.,  and  Lebanon. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  E>artlcii>ate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  All  comments  received 
were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
Is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t., 

April  24,  1975,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Section  71.123  (40  FR  307)  is  amended 
as  follows:  a.  In  V-141  all  after  “Con¬ 
cord.  N.H.;”  is  deleted  and  “Lebanon, 
N.H.;  Burlington,  Vt.;  to  Massena,  N.Y." 
Is  substituted  therefor. 

b.  In  V^96  “to  Lebanon,  N.H.”  Is  de¬ 
leted  and  “Lebanon,  N.H.;  to  Kennebunk, 
Maine,"  4s  substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  DS.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c).  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  US.C.  1655(c))) 

'  Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  Janu¬ 
ary  23, 1975. 

Gordon  E.  Kewer, 
Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Tra^c  Rules  Division. 
(FR  Doc.75-2732  FUed  l-29-75;8:45  ami 


CHAPTER  n— CIVIL  AERONAUTICS 
BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER  A— ECONOMIC  REG^ULATIONS 
[Reg.  EB-897;  Arndt.  8] 

PART  250— PRIORITY  RULES,  DENIED- 
BOARDING  COMPENSATION  TARIFFS 
AND  REPORTS  OF  UNACCOMMODATED 
PASSENGERS 

Denied-Boarding  Compensation;  Interpre¬ 
tative  Amendment  and  Partial  Stay 

Adopted  by  the  CJivil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
January  27.  1975, 

By  ER-880.  dated  August  13,  1974,*  the 
Board  adopted  an  amendment  to  its 
“denied-boarding  compensation”  rule,  as 
set  forth  in  Part  250  of  its  Economic  Reg¬ 
ulations  (14  CFR  Part  250),  so  as  to  ex¬ 
pand  coverage  of  the  rule  to  Include  for¬ 
eign  air  carriers. 

Subsequent  to  the  Issuance  of  ER-880, 
and  in  response  to  numerous  requests  by 
foreign  air  carriers,  the  Board  Issued 
ER-890,*  which  deferred  imtil  March  1, 
1975,  the  effective  date  of  ERr-880.  In 
taking  this  action,  the  Board  explained 
that  while  the  various  requests  had  made 
a  persuasive  showing  that  there  should 
be  some  deferral  of  the  effectiveness  of 
amendments  extending  the  “denied- 
boarding”  rule  to  foreign  air  carriers,  we 
did  not  believe  that  such  effectiveness 
should  be  delayed,  in  its  entirety,  be¬ 
yond  March  1,  1875. 

A.  Interpretative  Amendment  of 
§  250.2 

Insofar  as  several  foreign  air  carriers 
had  raised  a  fundamental  question  as  to 
the  precise  manner  in  which  the  rule 
would  apply  to  their  operations,  we  stated 
that  we  would  shortly  issue  our  inter¬ 
pretation  of  the  provision  in  §  250.2 
which  describes  the  rules  applicability. 
In  pertinent  part,  §  250.2.  which  was 
not  amended  by  ER-880,  provides 
that  our  denied-boarding  rule  “ap¬ 
plies  to  flights  or  portions  of  flights  orig¬ 
inating  or  terminating  in  the  United 
States,  its  territories  or  possessions 
•  •  One  of  the  main  purposes  of 
the  within  amendment  is  thus  to  revise 
S  250.2  so  as  to  explicitly  reflect  our  in¬ 
terpretation  of  the  scope  of  applicability 
which  we  have  intended  for  the  “denied- 
boarding”  rule  to  have,  both  with  respect 
to  U.S.  air  carriers — whom  the  rule  has 
covered  for  more  than  seven  years* — 
and  foreign  air  carriers. 


^  Published  in  the  Federal  Register  oq 
October  29.  1974,  39  F.R.  38087. 

•December  17.  1974.  39  FR  44197,  December 
23,  1974.  Contemporaneously,  the  Board  also 
issued  PS-60,  granting  the  same  deferral  for 
the  effectiveness  of  PS-58,  which  had  amend¬ 
ed  the  Board’s  related  policy  statement  on 
orally  confirmed  reservations  so  as  to  apply 
to  foreign  air  carriers. 

•Part  250  was  adopted  by  ER-503,  dated 
August  3,  1967.  and  became  effective  on  Oc¬ 
tober  17,  1967.  Since  the  rule  was  Initially 
adopted,  the  quoted  portion  of  t  250^2  haa 
remained  imchanged. 


The  above-quoted  provision  in  9  250.2 
has  adequately  expressed  the  rule’s  ap¬ 
plication  to  the  carriage  of  passengers  in 
"interstate  air  transportation”  and 
“overseas  air  transportation,"  as  those 
terms  are  respectively  defined  in  sec¬ 
tions  101(21)  (a)  and  101(21)  (b)  of  the 
Act.  However,  questions  have  occasion¬ 
ally  arisen  as  to  its  precise  application 
to  certain  international  flights  performed 
by  U.S.  air  carriers,  since,  in  such  cases, 
a  flight  which  may  be  said  to  “originate” 
or  “terminate”  in  the  United  States 
might  well  Include  flight  portions  in 
which  some  or  all  of  the  passengers  are 
not  even  carried  in  “foreign  air  trans¬ 
portation,”  as  that  term  is  defined  in 
section  101(21)  (c)  of  the  Act.  and  are 
thus  not  within  our  jurisdiction. 

For  example,  every  flight  performed  by 
a  U.S.  air  carrier  in  “foreign  air  trans¬ 
portation”  is  necessarily  a  flight  “origi¬ 
nating  or  terminating”  in  the  United 
States,  within  the  literal  description  of 
§  250.2.  Yet.  we  have  never  intended  for 
Part  250  to  apply  to  “local  traffic”  carried 
by  U.S.  carriers  in  international  flights, 
i.c..  passengers  carried  between  two  for¬ 
eign  points  in  the  course  of  an  aircraft’s 
flight  between  a  foreign  terminal  point 
and  a  U.S.  terminal  point. 

Clearly,  a  person  who  buys  a  ticket  in 
Rome  for  a  flight  from  Rome  to  Athens 
has  not  been  covered  by  our  rule  merely 
because  the  flight  is  to  be  performed  on 
an  aircraft  which  “originates”  in  the 
United  States  and  is  operated  by  a  U.S. 
carrier.  Similarly,  our  staff  has  taken  the 
position,  which  we  here  afiarm,  that  a 
person  who  buys  a  ticket  in  New  York 
from  a  U.S.  carrier  for  a  flight  to  London 
and  thence  to  Rome  has  been  covered  by 
our  rule  only  with  respect  to  the  flight 
from  New  York  to  London,  but  not  with 
respect  to  the  London -Rome  flight,  even 
though  his  Journey  “originates”  in  the 
United  States. 

In  short,  for  the  purposes  of  determin¬ 
ing  the  extent  to  which  passengers  on 
international  flights  operated  by  US. 
carriers  have  been  protected  by  the  de¬ 
nied-boarding  rule,  §  250.2  has  been  in¬ 
terpreted  to  mean  that,  regardless  of 
where  the  aircraft  originates  or  termi¬ 
nates,  our  rule  applies  only  to  a  passen¬ 
ger  holding  a  confirmed  reservation  for 
space  aboard  that  aircraft  for  a  flight  to 
or  from  a  point  in  the  United  States — 
as  evidenced  by  a  separate  flight  cou¬ 
pon  naming  such  point.  Consequently, 
for  example,  if  a  U.S.  carrier  denies 
boarding  in  Athens  to  passengers  hold¬ 
ing  confirmed  reserved  space  for  a 
flight  aboard  an  aircraft  whose  ulti¬ 
mate  destination  is  New  York,  om: 
staff  has  advised  carriers  and  consumers 
that  the  rule  applies  only  with  respect  to 
those  “bumped”  pa.ssengers  who  hold  a 
single  Athens-New  York  ticket;  but  pas¬ 
sengers  who  hold  an  Athens-Rome-New 
York  ticket  consisting  of  an  Athens- 
Rome  flight  coupon  and  a  Rome-New 
York  flight  coupon  are  within  the  rule’s 
protection  only  for  the  latter  portion  of 
their  flight,  i.e.,  the  remedies  of  Part  250 
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are  available  to  them  if  they  are  denied 
boarding  In  Rome,  but  not  in  Athens/ 

Since  our  intention  in  amending  Part 
250  was  to  have  the  rule  ^ply  to  the 
operations  of  foreign  air  carriers  in  the 
^‘^^ame  manner  that  it  has  applied  to  the 
international  operations  of  U.S.  carriers, 
we  are  amending  the  pertinent  provi¬ 
sions  in  §  250.2  so  as  to  describe  more 
accurately  the  rule’s  applicability,  as 
discussed  above. 

In  doing  so,  we  shall  also  correct  a 
technical  defect  in  §  250.2,  which  pres¬ 
ently  refers  only  to  flights  “originating 
or  tenninating”  in  the  United  States.  By 
its  literal  terms,  this  description  would 
thxis  exclude  any  flight  performed  by  a 
foreign  air  carrier  to  or  from  an  inter¬ 
mediate  point  within  the  United  States, 
simply  broause  the  flight  neither  origi¬ 
nates  nor  terminates  here.  For  example. 
Air  Jamaica  has  authority  to  carry  pas¬ 
sengers  on  a  flight  originating  in  Ja¬ 
maica  and  terminating  in  Toronto,  but 
with  an  intermediate  stop  in  Philadel¬ 
phia.  Yet,  although  1 250.2  would  ap¬ 
pear  to  exclude  all  passengers  carried 
by  Air  Jamaica  between  Philadelphia 
and  either  Toronto  or  Jamaica,  we  cer¬ 
tainly  did  not  intend  to  exclude  such 
passengers  from  the  protection  of  our 
“denied-boarding”  rule.  On  the  contrary, 
o\u:  intention  to  include  such  passengers 
was  manifested  by  the  amendment  which 
ER-880  made  to  §  250.10;  there,  in  re¬ 
vising  the  reportiiig  requirements  of  the 
rule,  we  expressly  stated  that,  for  for¬ 
eign  air  carriers,  the  reporting  basis  “will 
be  all  flights  originating  or  terminating 
at,  or  serving  a  point  within,  the  United 
States  or  its  tenitories  or  possessions.” 
By  inadvertence  we  neglected  in  ER-S80 
to  add  the  underscored  phrase  to  §  250.2, 
as  well,  and  we  now  cure  that  oversight. 

B.  Stay  of  §  250.10  as  to  Foreign  Air 
Carriehs 

As  noted  above,  one  of  the  require¬ 
ments  imposed  upon  foreign  air  carriers 
by  ER-880  was  a  reporting  requirement, 
effected  by  amendxnent  of  S  250.10  so  as 
to  require  foreign  air  carriers  to  file  only 
Form  251,  as  distinguished  from  the  re¬ 
quirement  imposed  on  U.S.  carriers, 
which  must  file  both  Forms  250  and  251. 
This  reporting  requirement  was  object¬ 
ed  to  by  some  foreign  air  carriers,  be¬ 
cause  it  calls  for  disclosure  of  the  total 


*  It  does  not  matter  whether  the  trip  of  the 
Athens-New  York  passenger  is  to  be  inter¬ 
rupted  In  Rome  for  his  convenience,  as  a 
stopover,  or  for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
connecting  flight  with  the  same  carrier  or  a 
different  csurier.  All  that  matters  is  that 
there  is  to  be  a  Joiumey  interrupti<m  neces¬ 
sitating  the  Issuance  of  a  separate  flight 
coupon  for  the  resiuned  portion  of  his  trip. 
In  this  connection,  see  §  250.6,  where  the 
amount  of  denied-lx>arding  compensation  is 
measured  by  ‘‘the  value  of  the  first  remain¬ 
ing  flight  coupon;”  thus,  for  example,  if  two 
passengers  holding  New  Tork-Los  Angeles 
tickets  were  ‘‘bxunped”  in  New  York,  differ¬ 
ences  in  their  itinerary — as  evidenced  by 
the  flight  coupons  comprising  their  tickets — 
could  result  in  substantially  different 
amounts  of  compensation,  computed  on  the 
basis  of  their  different  "first  remaining” 
coupons. 


number  of  passengers  enplaned  on 
flights  “originating  or  terminating  at,  or 
serving  a  point  within,  the  United  States 
or  its  territories  or  possessions.”  We  are 
persuaded  that  this  aspect  of  ER-880 
warrants  further  consideration  and  that, 
pending  such  consideration,  the  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  the  reporting  requirement 
should  be  postponed. 

Accordingly,  the  effectiveness  of  ER- 
880,  insofar  as  it  amended  §  250.10  so  as 
to  impose  a  reporting  requirement  on 
foreign  air  carriers,  is  hereby  stayed  un¬ 
til  we  can  devise  a  preferable  method  for 
monitoring  foreign  carriers’  compliance 
with  Part  250. 

C.  Foreign  Currency  Restrictions 

As  we  noted  in  ER-890,  a  number  of 
foreign  air  carriers  raised  questions  as 
to  a  possible  conflict  between  the  obliga¬ 
tion  imposed  by  our  rule,  requiring 
prompt  payment  of  liquidated  damages 
in  specified  sums,  and  the  prohibitions  in 
some  countries  against  certain  types  of 
“foreign  currency”  transactions.  We  are 
not  persuaded  that  effectiveness  of  the 
rule’s  coverage  of  foreign  air  carriers 
should  be  postponed  imtil  such  questions 
can  be  conclusively  resolved.  Even  if  we 
were  disposed  to  do  so,  we  could  not 
fashion  a  rule  which,  by  its  terms,  would 
fuUy  insure  avoidance  of  conflict  with 
every  foreign  legal  authority  which  ap¬ 
plies  to  U.S.  and  foreign  carriers.  More¬ 
over,  where  an  accommodation  must  be 
made  between  our  rules  and  those  of  a 
foreign  authority,  we  need  not  assume 
that  revising  our  requirements  is  the 
only  or  best  way  to  resolve  the  conflict. 

Suffice  it  to  say  here  that  we  are  not 
persuaded  that  comphance  with  our 
“denied-boarding-compensation”  rules 
will  actually  place  any  air  carrier,  U.S. 
or  foreign,  in  a  posture  of  noncompli¬ 
ance  with  any  foreign  legal  authorities. 
Indeed,  as  stated  above,  it  must  be  re¬ 
membered  that  Part  250  has  applied  for 
some  years  to  the  operations  of  U.S. 
carriers  in  various  foreign  countries,  and 
we  are  not  aware  of  any  instance  in 
which  compliance  with  Part  250  has  pre¬ 
sented  a  U.S.  carier  with  a  dilemma  vis- 
a-vis  any  foreign  authority.  Thus,  for 
example,  the  procedures  described  in 
I  250.8  for  promptly  tendering,  to  a  pas¬ 
senger  entitled  to  denied  boarding  com¬ 
pensation,  “a  draft  for  the  appropriate 
amount  of  compensation,”  are  sufficient¬ 
ly  flexible  to  allow  a  carrier  to  utilize  for¬ 
eign  currency  drafts  or  internal  charge 
orders  payable  at  one  of  its  appropriate 
offices. 

Although,  as  explained  above,  we  do 
not  believe  that  the  suggested  “conflict  of 
laws”  questions  necessitate  or  warrant 
regulatory  action  of  a  general  nature — 
as  by  amending  or  staying  Part  250 — ^we 
shall  of  course  be  prepared  to  consider 
requests  for  such  relief  as  may  prove  to 
be  necessary  in  particular  eases,  upon 
particular  showings  of  hardship. 

Since  the  within  amendment  to  §  250.2 
is  interpretative,  the  Board  finds  that 
notice  and  public  procedure  hereon  are 
unnecessary  and  that  it  may  become 
effective  immediately. 

Except  to  the  extent  granted  by  the 
action  taken  herein  the  various  requests 


for  rule  making,  stay  of  effectiveness  and 
other  related  relief,  which  were  filed  in 
Dockets  25593,  27236,  and  27242,  with 
respect  to  lIR-880,  be  and  they  hereby 
are  denied. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  the 
Civil  Aermiautics  Board  hereby  amends 
Part  250  of  the  Economic  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Part  250),  effective  January  27, 
1975,  as  follows: 

Revise  §  250.2  to  read  as  foUwos; 

§  250.2  Applicability. 

This  part  applies  to  every  carrier,  as 
defined  in  §  250.1,  with  respect  to  its  op¬ 
eration  of  flights  originating  or  teimi- 
nating  at,  or  serving,  a  point  within  the 
United  States  or  its  territories  or  posses¬ 
sions,  Insofar  as  it  denies  boarding  to  a 
passenger  on  a  flight,  or  portion  of  flight, 
for  which  he  holds  confirmed  reserved 
space  and  which  is  covered  by  a  flight 
coupon  naming  any  such  point:  Pro¬ 
vided,  howevtr.  That  this  part  shall  not 
apply  to  intra- Alaskan  service  conducted 
with  aircraft  whose  maximum  takeoff 
weight  is  12,500  poimds  or  less. 

(Sec.  103.  204(a).  402,  403,  404,  411,  1002, 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended;  72 
Stat.  748,  743,  767,  768,  760,  769,  and  788;  49 
U.S.C.  1302,  1324,  1373,  1373,  1374,  1381,  and 
1482) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-2838  FUed  1-29-75:8:46  am) 

Title  16— Commercial  Practices 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  0-2585) 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE  PRAC¬ 
TICES,  AND  AFFIRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE 
ACTIONS 

Central  Pontiac,  bic.  and  Heniy  J.  Rahe 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  i  13.73  Formal  regulatory 
and  statutory  requirements;  13.73-92 
Truth  in  Lending  Act;  §  13.155  Prices; 

13.155- 95  Terms  and  conditions; 

13.155- 95(a)  'Truth  in  Lending  Act. 
Subpart — Misrepresenting  oneself  and 
goods — Pricee:  S  13.1823  Terms  and 
conditions;  13.1833-20  Truth  in  Lend¬ 
ing  Act.  Subpart — Neglecting,  unfairly 
or  deceptively,  to  make  material  disclo¬ 
sure;  §  13.1852  Formal  regulatory  and 
statutory  requirements;  13.1852-75 
Truth  in  Lending  Act;  §  13.1905  Terms 
and  conditions;  13.1905-60  Truth  in 
Lending  Act. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Btat.  731;  16  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  see.  6,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended,  82 
Stat.  146, 147;  15  UR.C.  45. 1601-1605)  (Cease 
and  desist  order.  Central  Pontiac,  Inc.,  et 
al.  Seattle,  Wash.,  Docket  C-2585,  Oct.  22, 
1974.) 

In  the  Matter  of  Central  Pontiac,  Inc.,  a 
Corporation,  and  Henry  J.  Rahe,  In¬ 
dividually  and  as  an  Officer  of  Said 
Corporation. 

Consent  order  requiring  a  Beattie, 
Wash.,  retailer  of  new  and  used  auto¬ 
mobiles,  among  other  things  to  cease  vio¬ 
lating  the  Truth  in  Lending  Act  by  fail- 
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ing  to  disclose  to  consumers,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  extension  of  consumer 
credit,  such  information  as  required  by 
Regulation  Z  of  the  said  Act. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows.* 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Central 
Pontiac,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  its  offi¬ 
cers,  and  Henry  J.  Rahe,  individually 
and  as  an  officer  of  said  corporation,  and 
respondents’  successors,  assigns,  Eigents, 
representatives  and  employees,  directly 
or  through  any  corporation,  subsidiary, 
division,  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  any  extension  or  arrangement  for 
the  extension  of  consumer  credit,  or  any 
advertisement  to  aid,  promote  or  assist 
directly  or  indirectly  any  extension  of 
consumer  credit,  as  “advertisement”  and 
“consumer  credit”  are  defined  in  Regu¬ 
lation  Z  (12  CFR  226)  of  the  Truth  in 
Lending  Act  (P.L.  90-321,  15  U.S.C.  1601 
et  seq.) ,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist 
from; 

1.  Representing  in  any  such  advertise¬ 
ment,  directly  or  by  implication,  the 
amount  of  the  downpayment  required  or 
that  no  downpayment  is  required,  the 
amount  of  any  Installment  payment,  the 
dollar  amount  of  any  finance  charge,  the 
number  of  Installments  or  the  period  of 
repayment,  or  that  there  is  no  charge 
for  credit,  imless  all  of  the  following 
Items  are  stated  in  terminology  pre¬ 
scribed  imder  §  226.8  of  Regulation  Z,  as 
required  by  §  226.10(d)  (2)  of  Regulation 
Z: 

a.  'The  cash  price; 

b.  The  amount ‘of  the  downpyaimient 
required  or  that  no  downpayment  is  re¬ 
quired.  as  applicable; 

c.  The  number,  amount,  and  due  dates 
or  period  of  payments  scheduled  to  repay 
the  Indebtedness  if  the  credit  is  ex¬ 
tended; 

‘  d.  'The  amount  of  the  finance  charge 
expressed  as  an  annual  percentage  rate; 
and 

e.  The  deferred  payment  price. 

*  2.  Palling,  in  any  consumer  credit 
transaction  or  advertisement,  to  make  all 
disclosures,  determined  in  accordance 
with  5§  226.4  and  226.5  of  Regulation  Z, 
at  the  time  and  in  the  manner,  form  and 
amount  required  by  5§  226.6,  226.7,  226.8, 
226.9,  and  226.10  of  Regulation  Z. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respond¬ 
ents  deliver  a  copy  of  this  order  to  cease 
and  desist  to  all  personnel  of  respond¬ 
ents  engaged  in  the  consummation  of  any 
extension  of  consumer  credit  or  in  any 
substantial  aspect  of  the  preparation, 
creation  or  placing  of  advertising,  to  all 
persons  engaged  in  reviewing  the  legal 
sufficiency  of  advertising,  to  all  agencies 
engaged  in  preparation,  creation  or  plac¬ 
ing  of  advertising  on  behalf  of  respond¬ 
ents,  and  to  all  persons  and  agencies  who 
become  so  engaged  during  the  two-year 
period  following  the  effective  date  of  this 
order,  and  that  respondents  secure  from 
each  such  person  and  agency  a  signed 
statement  acknowledging  receipt  of  said 
order. 

^  Copies  of  complaint  &  decision  and  order 
filed  with  the  original  document. 


It  is  further  ordered.  That  respondents 
notify  the  Commission  at  least  thirty 
(30)  days  prior  to  any  projxjsed  change 
in  the  corporate  respondent  such  as  dis¬ 
solution,  assignment  or  sale  resultingf  in 
the  emergence  of  a  successor  corpora¬ 
tion,  the  creation  or  dissolution  of  sub¬ 
sidiaries,  or  any  other  change  in  the  cor¬ 
poration  which  may  affect  compliance 
obligations  arising  out  of  the  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  indi¬ 
vidual  respondent  named  herein  prompt¬ 
ly  notify  the  Commission  of  the  discon¬ 
tinuance  of  his  present  business  or  em¬ 
ployment,  and/or  of  his  affiliation  with 
any  other  business  which  extends,  ar¬ 
ranges  or  advertises  consumer  credit,  in 
the  event  of  such  discontinuance  or  af¬ 
filiation  within  ten  (10)  years  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  order.  Such  notice 
shall  include  the  respondent’s  current 
business  address  and  a  statement  as  to 
the  nature  of  the  business  or  employ¬ 
ment  in  which  he  is  engaged,  as  well  as 
a  description  of  his  duties  and  respon¬ 
sibilities. 

It  is  further  orderd,  'That  the  respond¬ 
ents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  service  upon  them  of  this  order, 
file  with  the  Commission  a  report  in 
writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the  man¬ 
ner  and  form  in  which  they  have  com¬ 
plied  with  this  order. 

Decision  and  order  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  Oct.  22,  1974. 

Charles  A.  Tobin, 

Secretary. 

{FR  Doc.75-2800  Piled  1-29-75:8:46  am] 
[Docket  No.  0-2564] 

PART  13 — PROHIBITED  TRADE  PRAC¬ 
TICES,  AND  AFFIRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE 
ACTIONS 

General  Motors  Corp. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.10  Advertising  falsely  or 
misleadingly:  §  13.20  Comparative  data 
or  merits;  13.20-20  Competitors’  prod¬ 
ucts;  5  13.170  Qualities  or  properties  of 
product  or  service;  13.170-34  Economiz¬ 
ing  or  saving;  §  13.205  Scientific  or  oth¬ 
er  relevant  facts;  §  13.210  Scientific 
tests;  §  13.265  Tests  and  investigations. 
Subpart — Disparaging  competitors  and 
their  products — Competitors’  products: 
S  13.1000  Performance:  §  13.1010  Qual¬ 
ities  or  properties.  Subpart — Furnishing 
means  and  Instrumentalities  of  misrep¬ 
resentation  or  deception:  §  13.1055 
Furnishing  means  and  instrumentalities 
of  misrepresentation  or  deception.  Sub¬ 
part — Misrepresenting  oneself  and 
goods — Goods:  §  13.1575  Comparative 
data  or  merits;  §  13.1710  Qualities  or 
properties;  §  13.1730  Results:  §  13.1740 
Scientific  or  other  relevant  facts; 
§  13.1762  Tests,  purported. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Inter¬ 
prets  or  applies  sec.  5,  38  State  719.  as  amend¬ 
ed;  15  U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order. 
General  Motors  Corporation.  Detroit,  Micb., 
Docket  C-2564,  Oct.  7.  1974.] 


In  the  matter  of  General  Motors  Corpo¬ 
ration,  a  Corporation 

Consent  order  requiring  a  Detroit, 
Mich.,  automobile  manufacturer,  among 
other  things  to  cease  misrepresenting  the 
superiority  of  the  fuel  economy  of  its 
automobiles:  misrepresenting  the  con¬ 
clusions  of  tests  or  studies  relating  to 
automobile  performance;  disparaging 
competing  products;  and  furnishing 
means  and/or  instrumentalities  of  mis¬ 
representation  or  deception  to  its  dealers. 

’The  Decision  and  Order,  including  fur¬ 
ther  order  requiring  report  of  compliance 
therewith,  is  as  follows;  * 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  General 
Motors  Corporation  and  its  officers, 
agents,  representatives,  and  employees, 
directly  or  through  any  corporation,  sub¬ 
sidiary,  division  or  other  device,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  advertising,  offering  for 
sale,  sale  or  distribution  of  automobiles, 
in  commerce  as  “commerce”  is  defined 
in  the  Federal  ’Trade  Commission  Act.  do 
forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

1,  Representing,  directly  or  by  implica¬ 
tion,  by  reference  to  a  test  or  tests,  that 
any  of  respondent’s  automobiles  is  su¬ 
perior  with  regard  to  fuel  economy  to  any 
other  automobiles,  whether  manufac¬ 
tured  by  respondent  or  others,  unless; 

(a)  Such  superiority  has  been  demon¬ 
strated,  as  to  the  model (s)  for  which  it  is 
claimed,  by  such  test  or  tests  with  respect 
to  each  sample,  or  the  valid  average  of  cdl 
identical  samples,  of  each  model  repre¬ 
sented  to  have  been  tested ;  or 

(b)  The  valid  test  results  for  each 
sample,  or  the  valid  average  of  all  identi¬ 
cal  samples,  of  each  model  so  compared, 
including  the  advertised  model  as  well 
as  such  makes  and  models  to  which  the 
advertised  model  is  compared,  are  clearly 
and  conspicuously  disclosed. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  order  “sample” 
shall  mean  an  actual  automobile  tested. 
It  is  provided,  however,  'That  nothing 
contained  in  this  paragraph  is  intended 
to  confiict  with  any  guidelines,  rules  or 
regulations  with  respect  to  fuel  economy 
testing  or  advertising  that  may  hereafter 
from  time  to  time  be  promulgated  by  any 
agency  of  the  United  States  (jovemment, 
and,  if  such  confiict  does  occur,  the 
guidelines,  rules  or  regulations  shall 
govern. 

2.  Misrepresenting  in  any  manner  the 
fuel  economy  of  any  automobiles  or  the 
superiority  of  any  automobile  over  com¬ 
peting  products  in  terms  of  fuel  economy. 

3.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  by  reference  to  a  test  or  tests, 
that  the  performance  of  any  automobile 
has  been  tested  either  alone  or  in  com¬ 
parison  with  other  automobiles  unless 
such  representation (s)  accurately  reflect 
the  test  results  and  luiless  the  tests  them¬ 
selves  are  so  devised  and  conducted  as  to 
substantiate  each  such  representation 
concerning  the  featured  tests. 

4.  Misrepresenting  in  any  manner  tho 
purpose,  contents  or  conclusion  of  finy 
test,  report  or  study  relating  to  the  per¬ 
formance  of  its  automobile. 


^  (Copies  of  the  Complaint,  Decision  and 
Order,  filed  with  the  original  document. 
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For  purposes  of  paragraphs  3  and  4  of 
this  oMer,  “test”  shall  include  demon¬ 
strations  which  are  claimed  to  be  proof  of 
the  representations  made. 

5.  Dis|)araging  the  quality  or  properties 
of  any  competing  product  or  products 
through  the  use  of  false  or  misleading 
comparisons  relative  to  fuel  economy. 

6.  Placing  in  the  hands  of  dealers  for 
any  of  the  products  of  the  company  an 
advertisement  which  contains  any  of  the 
representations  prohibited  by  para¬ 
graphs  1-5  above. 

'It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondent  corporation  shall  forthwith  dis¬ 
tribute  a  copy  of  this  order  to  each  of  its 
operating  divisions. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respondent 
notify  the  Commission  at  least  Thirty 
(30)  days  prior  to  any  proposed  change 
in  the  corporate  respondent  such  as  dis¬ 
solution,  assignment  or  sale  resulting  in 
the  emergence  of  a  successor  corpora¬ 
tion,  the  creation  or  dissolution  of  sub¬ 
sidiaries  or  any  other  change  in  the  cor¬ 
poration  which  may  affect  compliance 
obligations  arising  out  of  the  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondent  herein  shall  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  them  of  this 
order  file  with  the  Commission  a  report. 
In  writing,  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  this  order. 

The  Decision  and  Order  w’as  issued  by 
the  Commission,  October  7, 1974. 

C7hari.es  a.  Tobin, 

.  Secretary. 

'  [PR  Doc.76-2801  Piled  1-29-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  8945] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE  PRAC¬ 
TICES,  AND  AFFIRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE 

ACTIONS 

Tri-State  Carpets,  Inc.  et  al. 

Subpan'. — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly  :  §  13.10  Advertising  falsely 

or  misleadingly;  $  13.70  Fictitious  or 
misleading  guarantees:  §  13.73  Formal 
regulatory  and  statutory  requirements; 
13.73-92  Truth  in  Lending  Act;  §  13.75 
Free  goods  or  services;  §  13.125  Limited 
offers  or  supply;  §  13.155  Prices;  13.155- 
5  Additional  charges  immentioned; 
13.155-10  Bait;  13.155-95  Terms  and 
conditions;  13.155-95(a)  Truth  in  Lend¬ 
ing  Act;  S  13.160  Promotional  sales 
plans;  §  13.175  Quality  of  product  or 
service:  §  13.180  Quantity;  13.180-35 
Offered;  §  13.240  Special  or  limited 
offers:  §  13.245  Specifications  or  stand¬ 
ards  conformance.  Subpart — Aiding,  as¬ 
sisting  and  abetting  unfair  or  imlawful 
act  or  practice:  §  13.290  Aiding,  assist¬ 
ing  and  abetting  unfair  or  unlawful  act 
or  practice.  Subpart — Contracting  for 
sale  any  evidence  of  indebtedness  prior 
to  specified  time:  §  13.527  Contracting 
for  sale  any  evidence  of  indebtedness 
prior  to  specified  time.  Subpart — Correc¬ 
tive  actions  and/or  requirements: 
§  13.533  Corrective  actions  and/or  re¬ 
quirements:  13.533-45  Maintain  rec¬ 
ords;  13.533-45 (k)  Records,  in  general. 
8ulH>art — Delaying  or  withholding  cor¬ 
rections,  adjustments  or  action  owed: 


§  13.675  Delaying  or  withholding  cor¬ 
rections,  adjustments  or  action  owed. 
Subpart — ^Disparaging  products,  mer¬ 
chandise,  services,  etc.:  §  13.1042  Dis¬ 
paraging  products,  merchandise,  services, 
etc.  Subpart — Failing  to  maintain  rec¬ 
ords:  i  13.1051  Failing  to  maintain  rec¬ 
ords:  13.1051-20  Adequate;  13.1051-30 
Formal  regulatory  and/or  statutory  re¬ 
quirements.  Subpart — Misrepresenting 
oneself  and  goods — Goods:  §  13.1625 
Free  goods  or  services:  §  13.1647  Guar¬ 
antees;  §  13.1715  Quality;  §  13.1720 
Quantity:  §  13.1747  Special  or  limited 
offers;  §  13.1760  Terms  and  conditions; 
13.1760-50  Sales  contract.  —  Prices: 

§  13.1778  Additional  costs  unmen- 
tioned;  §  13.1779  Bait;  §  13.1823  Terms 
and  conditions;  13.1823-20  Truth  in 
Lending  Act. — ^Promotional  sales  plans: 

§  13.1830  Promotional  sales  plans.  Sub¬ 
part — Neglecting,  unfairly  or  deceptively, 
to  make  material  disclosure:  §  13.1852 
Formal  regulatory  and  statutory  require¬ 
ments:  13.1852-75  Truth  in  Lend¬ 
ing  Act;  §  13.1855  Identity;  §  13.1882 
Prices:  13.1882-10  Additional  prices  im¬ 
mentioned;  §  13.1886  Quality,  grade  or 
type;  f  13.1892  Sales  contract,  right-to- 
cancel  provision;  §  13.1905  Terms  and 
conditions:  13.1905-60  Truth  in  Lend¬ 
ing  Act. 

(Sec.  6.  SS  6«at.  721:  16  U.S£;.  4«.  Intetpret  or 
apply  Me.  5,  38  719,  aa  amended:  82 

Stat.  148,  147:  16  UH.C.45, 1601-1606)  [Cease 
and  desist  order,  in-Stat«  Carpets,  Inc.,  et. 
al.,  (Tollefe  Park,  Md.,  Docket  8946,  Oct.  16, 
1974] 

l7i  the  matter  of  Tri-State  Carpets,  Inc., 
a  Corporation,  and  Michael  J.  Light- 
man  and  William  R.  Lightman,  In¬ 
dividually  and  as  Officers  of  Said 
Corporation,  and  Mathew  Mints, 
Individually  and  as  Manager  of  Said 
Corporation 

Order  requiring  a  College  Park,  Md., 
carpeting  retailer,  among  other  things 
to  cease  using  bait  and  switch  tactics 
and  deceptive  sales  plans;  disparaging 
merchandise;  misrepresenting  terms  and 
conditions,  guarantees,  and  limited  or 
special  offers;  and  in  connection  with 
the  extension  of  consumer  credit,  to  cease 
violating  the  Truth  in  Lending  Act  by 
failing  to  make  such  disclosures  as  re¬ 
quired  by  Regulation  Z  of  the  said  Act. 

FINAL  ORDER 

This  matter  has  come  before  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion,  for  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  question  whether  the  con¬ 
sumer  warning  provision  ordered  by  the 
Administrative  Law  Juc^e  should  be 
adopted  as  part  of  the  Commission’s 
cease-and-desist  order.  The  Commission 
has  determined  that  this  matter  is  in¬ 
distinguishable  from  the  matter  of  Wil¬ 
banks  Carpet  Specialists,  Inc.,  et  al.. 
Docket  8933,  inasmuch  as  the  record 
presents  insufficient  evidence  that  a  con¬ 
sumer  warning  is  a  necessary  or  appro¬ 
priate  means  for  the  termination  of  the 
acts  or  practices  complained  of  or  for 
the  prevention  of  their  recurrence.  Hav¬ 
ing  declined  to  order  a  consumer  warn¬ 
ing  in  the  Wilbanks  matter,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  concluded  that  the  same  dis¬ 
position  is  warranted  herein. 

Accordingly,  the  initial  decision  issued 


by  the  judge  should  be  modified  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  foregoing  views  of 
the  Commission,  and,  sis  so  modified, 
adopted  as  the  decision  of  the  Com¬ 
mission: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  initial  decision 
issued  by  the  Administrative  Law  Judge 
be  modified  by  striking  therefrom  the 
following: 

Those  portions  of  the  conclusions  of 
law  which  coneem  “consumer  warning” 
relief  (at  pp.  45-47,  sub  nom.  “ITie 
Remedsr”) ;  and  the  second  “Further 
ordered"  paragraph  of  the  order  to  cease 
and  desist  issued  by  the  judge  (at  p.  57) . 

As  so  modified,  the  initial  decision  is 
hereby  adopted. 

The  order  contained  in  the  initial  deci¬ 
sion  is  as  follows:  '■ 

I 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Tri- 
State  Carpets.  Inc.,  a  corporation,  its 
successors  and  assigns,  and  Its  officers, 
and  Michael  J.  Lightman  and  William 
R.  Lightman,  individually  and  as  officers 
of  said^orporation,  and  Matthew  Mlntz, 
individually  and  as  a  manager  of  said 
corporation,  and  their  agents,  repre¬ 
sentatives,  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporation,  subsidiary, 
division  or  other  device,  or  as  an  official 
or  employee  of  any  firm  or  corporation, 
in  connection  with  the  advertising,  offer¬ 
ing  for  sale,  sale  or  distribution  of  carpet¬ 
ing  and  floor  coverings,  or  of  any  other 
product,  merchandise  or  service  of  what¬ 
ever  nature  or  description,  in  commerce, 
as  “commerce"  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from,  and  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from  contrlbutii^  to,  or 
aiding  or  abetting  in  any  manner  what¬ 
ever,  any  firm  or  corporation  in: 

1.  Using  in  any  manner,  a  sales  plan, 
scheme,  or  device  wherein  false,  mislead¬ 
ing,  or  deceptive  statements  or  represen¬ 
tations  are  made  in  order  to  obtain  leads 
or  prospects  for  the  sale  of  carpeting  or 
of  any  other  product,  merchandise  or 
service. 

2.  Making  representations,  directly  or 
by  implication,  orally  or  in  writing,  pur¬ 
porting  to  offer  any  product,  merchan¬ 
dise  or  service  for  sale  when  the  purpose 
of  the  representation  is  not  to  sell  the 
offered  product,  merchandise  or  service 
but  to  obtain  leads  or  prospects  for  the 
sale  of  another  product,  or  merchandise 
or  service,  at  higher  prices. 

3.  Disparaging  in  any  manner,  or  dis¬ 
couraging  the  purchase  of  any  product, 
merchandise  or  service  which  is  adver¬ 
tised  or  offered  for  sale. 

4.  Representing,  directly  or  by  implica¬ 
tion,  orally  or  in  writing,  that  any  prod¬ 
uct,  merchandise  or  service  is  offered  for 
sale  when  such  offer  is  not  a  bona  fide 
offer  to  sell  such  product,  merchandise 
or  service. 

5.  Failing  to  maintain  and  produce  for 
inspection  and  copying,  on  demand  by 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission  or  its 
representatives,  adequate  records  which 
reveal  for  every  advertisement  published 


'Copies  of  til*  ees^lalnt,  Initial  decision 
and  final  order  lied  with  the  original  docu¬ 
ment. 
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in  print  or  broadcast  media,  for  three 
years  from  the  date  of  its  publication : 

a.  The  volume  of  sales  made  of  the  ad¬ 
vertised  product,  merchandise  or  service 
at  the  advertised  price:  and 

b.  The  net  profit  from  the  sale  of  each 
advertised  product,  merchandise  or  serv¬ 
ice  at  the  advertised  price. 

6.  Representing,  directly  or  by  implica¬ 
tion,  orally  or  in  writing,  that  a  stated 
price  for  carpeting  or  floor  coverings  in¬ 
cludes  the  cost  of  separate  padding  and 
the  installation  of  such  padding,  unless 
in  every  instance  where  it  is  so  repre¬ 
sented  the  stated  price  for  floor  coverings 
does,  in  fact,  include  the  cost  of  such 
separate  padding  and  installation. 

7.  Misrepresenting  in  any  manner,  the 
prices,  terms  or  conditions  under  which 
separate  padding  and  installation  is  pro¬ 
vided  in  connection  with  the  sale  of  car¬ 
pet  and  floor  coverings. 

8.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  orally  or  in  writing,  that  the  pur¬ 
chaser  of  any  advertised  product,  mer¬ 
chandise  or  service  will  receive  a  “free” 
vacuum  cleaner  or  any  other  “free”  mer¬ 
chandise,  gift,  service,  prize  or  award 
unless  all  conditions,  obligations,  or  other 
prerequisites  to  the  receipt  and  retention 
of  such  merchandise,  service,  gift,  prize 
or  award  are  clearly  and  conspicuously 
disclosed  at  the  outset  in  close  conjimc- 
tion  with  the  word  “free”  wherever  it 
first  appears  in  any  advertisement  or 
offer. 

9.  Representing,  directly  or  by  implica¬ 
tion,  orally  or  in  writing,  that  any  mer¬ 
chandise  or  service  is  furnished  “free” 
or  at  no  cost  to  the  purchaser  of  any  ad¬ 
vertised  product,  merchandise  or  serv¬ 
ice,  when,  in  fact,  the  cost  of  such  mer¬ 
chandise  or  service  is  added  to  what 
would  otherwise  have  been  the  selling 
price  of  the  advertised  product,  mer¬ 
chandise  or  service. 

10.  Representing,  directly  or  by  im¬ 
plication,  orally  or  in  writing,  that  a 
“free”  offer  is  being  made  in  connection 
with  the  introduction  of  any  new  prod¬ 
uct,  merchandise  or  service  offered  for 
sale  at  a  specified  price  miless  it  is 
planned,  in  good  faith,  to  discontinue  the 
offer  after  a  limited  time  and  to  com¬ 
mence  selling  such  product,  merchandise 
or  service  separately  at  the  same  price  at 
which  it  was  sold  with  a  “free”  offer. 

11.  Representing,  directly  or  by  im¬ 
plication,  orally  or  in  writing,  that  any 
product,  merchandise  or  service  is  being 
offered  “free”  with  the  sale  of  a  product, 
merchandise  or  service  which  is  usually 
sold  at  a  price  arrived  at  through  bar¬ 
gaining,  rather  than  at  a  regular,  pre¬ 
viously  established  and  published  price, 
or  where  there  may  be  a  regular,  pre¬ 
viously  established,  and  published  price, 
but  where  other  material  factors  such  as 
quantity,  quality,  or  size  are  arrived  at 
through  bargaining. 

12.  Representing,  directly  or  by  im¬ 
plication,  orally  or  in  writing,  that  a 
“free”  offer  is  available  in  a  trade  area 
for  more  than  six  (6)  months  in  any 
twelve  (12)  month  period. 

Note:  After  one  "free**  offer  Is  made,  at 
least  thirty  (30)  days  shall  elapse  before 
another  such  **free”  offer  is  made  In  the 


same  trade  area.  No  more  than  three  such 
“free"  offers  shall  be  made  In  the  same  area 
In  any  twelve  (12)  month  period.  In  such 
period,  sales  of  respondents,  or  any  of  them. 

In  that  area  of  the  product  or  service  In  the 
amount,  size  or  quality  promoted  with  the 
“free"  offer  shall  not  exceed  60  percent  ot 
the  total  volume  of  sales  of  the  product  or 
service,  in  the  same  amount,  size  or  quality. 

In  the  area. 

13.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  orally  or  in  writing,  that  any 
product,  merchandise  or  service  is  being 
given  “free”  in  connection  with  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  any  other  product,  merchan¬ 
dise  or  service,  unless  the  stated  price 
of  the  product,  merchandise  or  service 
required  to  be  purchased  in  order  to  ob¬ 
tain  said  “free”  product,  merchandise  or 
service  is  the  same  or  less  than  the  reg¬ 
ular  price  at  which  the  same  product, 
merchandise  or  service  required  to  be 
purchased  has  been  sold  separately,  for 
a  substantial  period  of  time  in  the  recent 
and  regular  course  of  business  of  re¬ 
spondents,  or  any  of  them  in  the  geo¬ 
graphic  market  or  trade  area  in  which 
the  “free”  offer  is  made. 

14.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  orally  or  in  writing,  that  a  prod¬ 
uct  or  service  is  being  offered  as  a  “gift”, 
“without  charge”,  “bonus”,  or  by  other 
words  or  terms  which  tend  to  convey  the 
impression  to  the  consuming  public  that 
the  article  of  merchandise  or  service  is 
free,  when  the  use  of  the  term  “free”  in 
relation  thereto  is  prohibited  by  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  order. 

15.  Representing,  orally  or  in  writing, 
directly  or  by  implication,  that  any  prod¬ 
uct  or  service  is  guaranteed  unless  the 
nature  and  extent  of  the  guarantee,  the 
identity  of  the  guarantor,  and  the  man¬ 
ner  in  which  the  guarantor  will  perform 
thereunder  are  clearly  and  conspicuously 
disclosed,  and  unless  there  is  delivered  to 
each  purchaser,  prior  to  the  signing  of 
the  sales  ccmtract,  a  written  guarantee 
clearly  setting  forth  all  of  the  terms,  con¬ 
ditions  and  limitations  of  the  guarantee 
fully  equal  to  the  representations,  orally 
or  in  writing,  directly  or  by  implication, 
made  to  each  such  piuchaser,  and  unless 
all  obligations  and  requirements  under 
the  terms  of  each  such  guarantee  are 
prwnptly  and  fully  performed. 

16.  Advertising  any  carpeting  or  floor 
covering  using  any  unit  of  measurement 
not  usually  and  customarily  employed  in 
the  retail  advertising  of  such  products 
imless  the  unit  of  measurement  usually 
and  customarily  employed  in  the  retail 
advertising  of  such  products  is  also  given. 

17.  Advertising  any  carpeting  or  floor 
covering  using  any  imit  of  measurement 
which  tends  to  mislead  or  deceive  by  ex¬ 
aggerating  the  size  or  quantity  of  car¬ 
peting  or  floor  covering  offer^  at  the 
advertised  price. 

18.  Contracting  for  any  sale  whether 
in  the  form  of  trade  acceptance,  condi¬ 
tional  sales  contract,  promissory  note,  or 
otherwise  which  shall  become  binding  on 
the  buyer  prior  to  midnight  of  the  third 
day,  excluding  Sundays  and  legal  holi¬ 
days,  after  the  date  of  execution. 

19.  Failing  to  furnish  the  buyer  with  a 
fully  completed  receipt  or  copy  of  any 
contract  pertaining  to  such  sale  at  the 


time  of  its  execution,  which  Is  in  the 
same  language  as  that  principally  used  in 
the  oral  sales  presentation,  and  which 
shows  the  date  of  the  transaction  and 
contains  the  name  and  address  of  the 
seller,  and  in  immediate  proximity  to  the 
space  reserved  in  the  contract  for  the 
signature  of  the  buyer  or  on  the  front 
page  of  the  receipt,  if  a  contract  is  not 
used,  and  in  bold  face  type  of  a  minimum 
size  of  10  points,  a  statement  in  substan¬ 
tially  the  following  form: 

You,  the  buyer,  may  cancel  this  transactiom 
at  any  time  prior  to  midnight  of  the  third 
business  day  after  the  date  of  this  trans¬ 
action.  See  the  attached  notice  of  (wncella- 
tlon  form  for  an  explanation  of  this  right. 

20.  Failing  to  furnish  each  buyer,  at  the 
time  he  signs  the  sales  contract  or  other¬ 
wise  agrees  to  buy  consumer  goods  or 
services,  a  completed  form  in  duplicate, 
captioned  “Notice  of  cancellation”,  which 
shall  be  attached  to  the  contract  or  re¬ 
ceipt  and  easily  detachable,  and  which 
shall  contain  in  ten  point  bold  face  t3n;>e 
the  following  information  and  state¬ 
ments  in  the  same  language  as  that  used 
in  the  contract; 

Notice  op  Cancellation 


(Date) 

You  may  cancel  this  transaction,  with¬ 
out  any  penalty  or  obligation,  within  three 
business  days  frmn  the  above  date. 

If  you  cancel,  any  property  traded  in,  any 
payments  made  by  you  under  the  contract 
or  sale,  and  any  negotiable  Instrument  exe¬ 
cuted  by  you  will  be  returned  within  10 
business  days  following  receipt  by  the  seller 
of  your  cancellation  notice,  and  any  security 
Interest  arising  out  of  the  transaction  will 
be  cancelled. 

If  you  cancel,  you  must  make  available 
to  the  seller  at  your  residence.  In  substan¬ 
tially  as  good  condition  as  when  received, 
any  goods  delivered  to  you  under  this  con¬ 
tract  or  sale: 

Or  you  may  If  you  wish,  comply  with 
the  Instructions  of  the  seller  regarding  the 
return  shipment  of  the  goods  at  the  seller's 
expense  and  risk. 

If  you  do  make  the  goods  available  to 
the  seller  and  the  seller  does  not  pick  them 
up  within  20  days  of  the  date  of  your  notice 
of  cancellation,  you  may  retain  or  dispose 
of  the  goods  without  any  further  obligation. 
If  you  fail  to  make  to  goods  available  to 
the  seller,  or  If  you  agree  to  return  the 
goods  to  the  seller  and  fall  to  do  so,  then 
you  remain  liable  for  performance  of  all 
obligations  under  the  contract. 

To  cancel  this  transaction,  mall  or  de¬ 
liver  a  signed  and  dated  copy  of  this  can¬ 
cellation  notice  or  any  other  written  notice, 

or  send  a  telegram,  to _ ,  at 

[Name  of  seller] 


[Address  of  seller’s  place  of  business] 

not  later  than  midnight  of _ 

(Date) 

I  hereby  cancel  this  transaction. 


(Date) 


(Buyer’s  signature) 

21.  Failing,  before  fumi^iing  copies  of 
the  “Notice  of  Cancellation”  to  the  buyer, 
to  complete  both  copies  by  entering  the 
name  of  the  seller,  the  ^dress  of  the 
seller’s  place  of  business,  the  date  of  the 
transaction,  smd  the  date,  not  earlio* 
than  the  third  business  f<^owiiig 
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the  date  of  the  transaciton,  by  which 
the  buyer  may  give  notice  of  cancella¬ 
tion. 

22.  Including  in  any  sales  contract  or 
receipt  any  confession  of  judgment  or 
any  waiver  of  any  of  the  rights  to  which 
the  buyer  is  entitled  under  this  order  in¬ 
cluding  specifically  his  right  to  cancel 
the  sale  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  order. 

23.  Failing  to  inform  each  buyer 
orally,  at  the  time  he  signs  the  contract 
or  purchases  the  goods  or  services,  of 
his  right  to  cancel. 

24.  Misrepresenting,  directly  or  by  im¬ 
plication,  orally  or  in  writing,  the  buyer’s 
right  to  cancel. 

25.  Failing  or  refusing  to  honor  any 
valid  notice  of  cancellation  by  a  buyer 
and  within  10  business  days  after  the  re¬ 
ceipt  of  such  notice,  to  (i)  refund  all 
payments  made  under  the  contract  or 
sale;  (ii)  return  any  goods  or  property 
traded  in,  in  substantially  as  good  condi¬ 
tion  as  when  received  by  the  seller;  (iii) 
cancel  and  return  any  negotiable  instru¬ 
ment  executed  by  the  buyer  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  contract  or  sale  and  take 
any  action  necessary  or  appropriate  to 
terminate  promptly  any  security  interest 
created  in  the  transaction. 

26.  Negotiating,  transferring,  selling,  or 
assigning  any  note  or  other  evidence  of 
Indebtedness  to  a  finance  company  or 
other  third  party  prior  to  midnight  of  the 
fifth  business  day  following  the  day  the 
contract  was  signed  or  the  goods  or  serv¬ 
ices  were  purchased. 

27.  Failing,  within  10  business  days  of 
receipt  of  the  buyer’s  notice  of  cancella¬ 
tion,  to  notify  him  whether  the  seller  In¬ 
tends  to  repossess  or  to  abandon  any 
shipped  or  delivered  goods. 

28.  Advertising  the  price  of  carpet, 
either  separately  or  with  padding  and  in¬ 
stallation  included,  for  specified  areas  of 
coverage  without  disclosing  in  immediate 
conjunction  and  with  equal  prominence 
the  square  yard  price  for  additional 
Quantities  of  such  carpet  with  padding 
and  installation  needed. 

Provided,  however.  That  nothing  con¬ 
tained  in  this  order  shall  relieve  respond¬ 
ents,  or  any  of  them,  of  any  additional 
obligations  respecting  contracts  required 
by  federal  law  or  the  law  of  the  state  in 
which  the  contract  is  made.  When  such 
obligations  are  inconsistent,  respondents, 
or  any  of  them,  can  apply  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  for  relief  from  this  provision  with  re¬ 
spect  to  contracts  executed  in  the  state 
In  which  such  different  obligations  are 
required.  The  Commission,  upon  showing, 
will  make  such  modifications  as  may  be 
warranted  in  the  premises, 

l  n 

It  is  further  ordered,  'That  respondent 
Tri-State  Carpets,  Inc.,  a  corporation, 
its  successors  and  assigns,  and  its  officers, 
and  Michael  J.  Lightman  and  William  R. 
Lightman,  individually  and  as  officers  of 
said  corporation,  and  Matthew  Mintz, 
Individually  and  as  manager  of  said  cor- 
iwration,  and  respondents’  agents,  rep¬ 
resentatives,  and  employees,  directly  or 
thro\igh  any  corporation,  subsidiary, 
division  or  other  device,  or  as  an  official 
or  employee  or  any  firm  or  corporation. 


in  connection  with  any  extension  of  con¬ 
sumer  credit  or  advertisement  to  sdd, 
prtKnote,  or  assist  directly  or  indirectly 
any  extension  of  consumer  credit,  as 
“consumer  cr^it’’  and  “advertisement” 
are  defined  in  Regulation  Z  (12  CFR 
226)  of  the  Truth  in  Lending  Act  (Pub. 

L.  90-321,  15  U.S.C.  1601  et  seq.),  do 
forthwith  cease  and  desist  from,  and  do 
forthwith  cease  and  desist  from  contrib¬ 
uting  to,  or  aiding  or  abetting  in  any 
manner  whatever,  any  firm  or  corpora¬ 
tion  in; 

1.  Failing,  in  any  credit  transaction, 
to  include  and  to  itemize  the  amount  of 
premiums  for  credit  life  and  disability 
insurance  as  part  of  the  finance  charge, 
imless  the  amount  of  such  premiums  is 
excluded  from  the  finance  charge  be¬ 
cause  of  appropriate  exercise  of  the  op¬ 
tion  available  pursuant  to  §  226.4(a)  (5) 
of  Regulation  Z. 

2.  Failing  to  disclose  accurately  the 
“amount  financed”,  and  the  “finance 
charge”,  as  required  by  §§  226.8(c)  (7), 
and  226.8(c)  (8)  (1),  respectively,  of 
Regulation  Z. 

3.  Failing  to  disclose  the  “annual  per¬ 
centage  rate”  accurately  to  the  nearest 
quarter  of  one  percent,  computed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  S  226.5 

(b) (1)  of  Regulation  Z,  as  required  by 
§  226.8(b)  (2)  of  Regulation  Z. 

4.  Failing  to  disclose  the  number, 
amount  and  due  dates  or  period  of  pay¬ 
ments  scheduled  to  repay  the  indebted¬ 
ness,  as  required  by  §  226.8(b)  (3)  of 
Regulation  Z. 

5.  Failing  to  use  the  term  “amount 
financed”  to  describe  the  amount  of 
credit  extended  as  required  by  S  226.8 

(c)  (7)  of  Regulation  Z. 

6.  Failing  to  use  the  term  “total  of 
payments”  to  describe  the  sum  of  the 
■payments  scheduled  to  reimy  the  in¬ 
debtedness,  as  required  by  S  226.8(b)  (3) 
of  Regulation  Z. 

7.  F’ailing  to  disclose  the  sum  of  the 
cash  price,  all  charges  which  are  included 
in  the  amoimt  financed  but  which  are 
not  psut  of  the  finance  charge,  and  the 
finance  charge,  and  to  describe  that  sum 
as  the  “deferred  payment  price”  as  re¬ 
quired  by  §  226.8(c)  (8)  (ii)  of  Regula¬ 
tion  Z. 

8.  Failing  in  any  consumer  credit 
transaction  or  advertisement  to  make  all 
disclosures  determined  in  accordance 
with  §1  226.4  and  226.5  of  Regulation  Z 
at  the  time  and  in  the  manner,  form  and 
amoimt  required  by  §§  226.6,  226.8,  and 
226.10  of  Regulation  Z. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  each  of 
respondents  shall  maintain  for  a  period 
of  one  (1)  year  following  the  date  this 
order  becomes  final,  unless  at  the  time 
this  order  becomes  final  such  respondent 
has  ceased  engaging  in  the  offering  for 
sale,  sale  or  distribution  of  carpeting  or 
floor  coverings,  or  of  any  other  product, 
merchandise  or  service,  in  which  circum¬ 
stance  one  year  from  the  date  such  re¬ 
spondent  again  engages,  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  in  such  business,  copies  of  all 
newspaper,  radio  and  television  adver¬ 
tisements  and  solicitations,  direct  mail 
and  in-store  advertisements  and  solici¬ 
tations,  and  any  other  such  promotional 
material  utilized  for  the  purpose  of  ob¬ 


taining  leads  for  the  sale  of  carpeting  or 
floor  coverings,  or  of  any  other  product, 
merchandise  or  service,  or  utilized  in  the 
advertising,  promotion  or  sale  of  carpet¬ 
ing  or  floor  coverings,  or  of  any  other 
product,  merchandise  or  service. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  each  of 
respondents  shall  provide,  for  a  period  of 
one  (1)  year  from  the  date  this  order 
becomes  final,  unless  at  the  time  this 
order  becomes  final  such  respondent  has 
ceased  engaging  in  the  offering  for  sale, 
sale  or  distribution  of  carpeting  or  floor 
coverings,  of  any  other  product  mer¬ 
chandise  or  service,  in  which  circum¬ 
stance  for  a  period  of  one  (1)  year  from 
the  date  such  respondent  again  engages, 
directly  or  Indirectly  in  such  business, 
each  advertising  agency  utilized  by  such 
respondent  and  each  newspaper  publish¬ 
ing  company,  television  or  radio  station, 
or  other  advertising  medium,  which  is 
utilized  by  such  respondent  to  obtain 
leads  for  the  sale  of  carpeting  or  floor 
coverings  and  of  any  other  product,  mer¬ 
chandise  or  service,  with  a  copy  of  the 
Commission’s  News  Release  setting  forth 
the  terms  of  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respondents 
notify  the  Commission  at  least  thirty 
(30)  days  prior  to  any  proposed  change 
in  the  corporate  respondent  such  as  dis¬ 
solution,  assignment  or  sale  resulting  in 
the  emergence  of  a  successor  corpora¬ 
tion.  the  creation  or  dissolution  of  sub¬ 
sidiaries  or  any  other  change  in  the  cor¬ 
poration  which  may  affect  compliance 
obligations  arising  out  of  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  'That  respondents 
shall  forthwith  distribute  a  copy  of  this 
order  to  each  of  their  operating  divisions. 

It  is  further  ordered  That  each  of 
respondents  deliver  a  copy  of  this  order 
to  cease  and  desist  to  all  their  present 
and  future  employees  or  personnel,  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  offering  for  sale,  sale  or  dis¬ 
tribution  of  any  product,  consummation 
of  any  extension  of  consumer  credit,  or 
in  any  aspect  of  the  preparation,  crea- 
ticxi,  or  placing  of  advertising,  and  that 
each  of  respondents  secure  a  signed 
statement  acknowledging  receipt  of  said 
order  from  each  such  person. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  each  of 
dividual  respondent  named  herein  shall 
promptly  notify  the  Commission  of  his 
present  business  or  employment,  of  the 
discontinuance  of  such  business  or  em¬ 
ployment,  and  of  his  affiliation  with  any 
new  business  or  employment.  Such  notice 
shall  include  each  individual  respond¬ 
ent’s  current  business  address  and  a 
statement  as  to  the  nature  of  the  business 
or  employment  in  which  he  is  engaged  as 
well  as  a  description  of  his  duties  and 
responsibilities. 

It  is  further  ordered,  Thai  each  of 
respondents  herein  shall  within  sixty 
(60)  days  after  service  upon  them  of  this 
order,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report, 
in  writing,  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  this  order. 

Pinal  order  Issued  by  the  Commission 
October  15, 1974. 

Charles  A.  ’Tobin, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  75-2802  Piled  1-28-76;  8:45  am] 
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Title  5 — Administrative  Personnel 

CHAPTER  I— CIVIL  SERVICE 
COMMISSION 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  the  Interior 

Section  213.3312  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Coal  Policy  Coordi¬ 
nator  in  the  Office  of  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Energy  and  Minerals  is  ex¬ 
cepted  under  Schedule  C. 

Effective  January  30,  1075,  S  213.3312 
(a)  (16)  is  added  as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3312  Department  of  die  Interior. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  * 

(16)  One  Coal  Policy  Coordinator,  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  En¬ 
ergy  and  Minerals. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(6  U.S.C.  secs.  3301.  3302;  E.O.  10677,  3  CFR 
1064-68  Comp.  p.  218) 

United  States  CSvil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  t?ie  Commissioners. 
[PR  Doc.75-2829  PUed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  the  Interior;  Correction 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  Decem¬ 
ber  24.  1974,  on  page  44402,  FR  Doc. 
74-29957,  subparagraph  (18)  of  para¬ 
graph  (a)  was  erroneously  shown  as  two 
Confidential  Assistants  to  the  Secretary 
(Interdepartmental  Activities) .  It  should 
read  as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3312  Department  of  the  Interior. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  *  •  • 

(18)  One  Confidential  Assistant  to  the 
Secretary  (Interdepartmental  Activities. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(6  UR.C.  secs.  3301,  3302;  E.O.  10677,  3  C^R 
1064r-68  Comp.  p.  218) 

United  States  CJivil  Serv¬ 
ice  COMMISHON, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 
j  Executive  Assistant 

to  the  Com  /nissioners. 
(FR  Doc.76-2830  Piled  l-29-75;8:46  am] 


PART  213 — EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Export-Import  Bank  of  the  United  States 

Section  213.3342  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Private  Secretary  to 
the  Special  Assistant  to  the  President 
and  dhairman  who  serves  as  Economic 
Adviser  to  the  Chairman  and  Board  of 
Directors  is  reestablished  under  Sched¬ 
ule  C. 

Effective  January  30,  1975,  §  213.3342 
(h)  is  amended  as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3342  Export-Import  Bank  of  the 
United  States. 

[  •  •  •  •  • 

(h)  One  Private  Secretary  to  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Assistant  to  the  President  and  Chair¬ 
man  who  serves  as  Economic  Adviser  to 
the  Chairman  and  Board  of  Directors. 


(5  TT.S.C.  secs.  3301,  3302,  E.O.  10677,  3  CPR 
1964-58  Comp.  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
(PR  Doc.76-2827  PUed  l-29-76;8:46  amj 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

American  Revolution  Bicentennial  Admin¬ 
istration;  Temporary  Boards  and  Com¬ 
missions 

Section  213.3399  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Staff  Assistant  (Sec¬ 
retary)  to  the  Deputy  Administrator, 
American  Revolution  Bicentennial  Ad¬ 
ministration  is  excepted  imder  Schedule 
C. 

Effective  January  30,  1975,  $213.3399 
(b)  (6)  is  added  as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3399  Temporary  Boards  and 
Commissions. 

*  •  •  «  • 

(b)  American  Revolution  Bicenten¬ 
nial  Administration.  •  •  • 

(6)  One  Staff  Assistant  (Secretary)  to 
the  Deputy  Administrator. 

(6  U.S.C.  secs.  3301,  3302,  E.O.  10577,  3  CPR 
1954-58  Comp.  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv-  . 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

(PR  Doc.75-2828  PUed  1-29-75:8:46  ami 


Title  7 — ^Agriculture 

SUBTITLE  A— OFFICE  OF  THE 
SECRETARY  OF  AGRICULTURE 

PART  2— DELEGATIONS  OF  AUTHORITY 
BY  THE  SECRETARY  OF  AGRICULTURE 
AND  GENERAL  OFFICERS  OF  THE  DE¬ 
PARTMENT 

Procurement  of  ADP  Equipment  and 
Services 

Part  2,  Subtitle  A  of  'RUe  7,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  to 
transfer  delegations  of  authority  for  pro¬ 
curement  of  automatic  data  processing 
and  data  transmission  equipment,  soft¬ 
ware,  services,  maintenance,  and  related 
supplies  from  the  Director,  OfSce  of  Au¬ 
tomated  Data  Systems  to  the  Director, 
Office  of  Operations  as  follows: 

Subpart  J — Delegations  of  Authority  by  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration 

1.  Section  2.76  is  amended  as  follows: 

§  2.76  Director,  Office  of  Automated 
Data  Systems. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(2)  [Revoked  &  Reserved] 

•  •  •  •  • 

2.  Section  2.79(a)  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  2.79  Director,  Office  of  Operations. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(!)••• 

(1)  Contracting  for  and  the  procure¬ 


ment  of  administrative  and  operating 
supplies,  services,  and  construction. 

*  «  •  •  * 

(5)  Exercise  full  Department- wide 
contracting  and  procurement  authority 
for  automatic  data  processing  and  data 
transmission  equipment,  software,  serv¬ 
ices,  maintenance,  and  related  supplies. 
This  authority  Includes  the  promulga¬ 
tion  of  departmental  directives  regulat¬ 
ing  the  management  of  contracting  and 
procurement  functiims  related  to  the 
above. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Effective  Date:  December  8,  1974. 

Dated:  January  27, 1975. 

Joseph  R.  Wright,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration. 

(PR  Doc.75-2764  PUed  l-29-75;8:46  am] 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Navel  Orange  Reg.  337] 

PART  907— NAVEL  ORANGES  GROWN  IN 
ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART  OF 
CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  section  fixes  the  quantity  of  Call- 
fomla-Arizona  Navel  oranges  that  may 
be  shipped  to  fresh  market  during  the 
weekly  regulation  period  Jan.  31-Feb.  6, 
1975.  It  is  issued  pursuant  to  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended,  and  Marketing  Order 
No.  907.  The  quantity  of  Navel  oranges 
so  fixed  was  arrived  at  after  consideration 
of  the  total  available  supply  of  Navel 
oranges,  the  quantity  currently  available 
for  market,  the  fresh  market  demand  for 
Navel  oranges.  Navel  orange  prices,  and 
the  relationship  of  season  average  re¬ 
turns  to  the  parity  price  for  Navel 
oranges. 

§  907.637  Navel  Orange  Regulation  337. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  907,  as  amended  (7  CPR  Part 
907),  regulating  the  handling  of  Navel 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  designated 
part  of  California,  effective  under  the  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and  in¬ 
formation  submitted  by  the  Navel  Orange 
Administrative  Committee,  established 
under  the  said  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order,  and  upon  other  available 
information,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
limitation  of  handling  of  such  Navel 
oranges,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  section  to  limit 
the  respective  quantities  of  Navel  oranges 
that  may  be  marketed  from  District  1. 
District  2.  and  District  3  during  the  en- 
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suing  wedc  steins  frcun  the  production 
and  marketing  situation  confronting  the 
Navel  orange  industry. 

(1)  The  conuulttee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantities  of  Navel  oranges  that  should 
^  marketed  during  the  next  succeeding 
week.  Such  recommendation,  designed  to 
provide  equity  of  marketing  opportu¬ 
nity  to  handlers  in  all  districts,  re¬ 
sulted  from  consideration  of  the  factors 
enumerated  in  the  order.  The  committee 
further  reports  that  the  fresh  market 
demand  for  Navel  oranges  is  very  good. 
Prices  f.o.b.  averaged  $3.44  per  carton  on 
a  reported  sales  volume  of  1,121  carlots 
last  week,  compared  with  an  average 
f.o.b.  price  of  $3.37  per  carton  and  sales 
of  991  carlots  a  week  earlier.  Track  and 
rolling  supplies  at  428  cars  were  up  64 
cars  from  last  week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recommen¬ 
dation  and  information  submitted  by 
the  committee,  and  other  available  In¬ 
formation,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the 
respective  quantities  of  Navel  oranges 
which  may  be  handled  shmild  be  fixed 
as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  Is  hereby  further  found  that  It 
Is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  In  public  rule-umking  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  US.C. 
553)  because  the  time  Intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  this  section  must  be¬ 
come  effective  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  ttie  act  is  insufficient, 
and  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted,  imder 
the  circumstances,  for  preparation  for 
such  effective  time;  and  good  cause  exists 
for  making  the  provisions  hereof  effective 
as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The  committee 
held  an  open  meeting  during  the  current 
week,  after  giving  due  notice  thereof,  to 
consider  supply  and  market  conditions 
for  Navel  oranges  and  the  need  for  reg¬ 
ulation;  interested  persons  were  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  submit  information 
and  views  at  this  meeting;  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  supporting  Information 
for  regulation.  Including  the  effective 
time,  are  identical  with  the  aforesaid 
recommendation  of  the  committee,  and 
Information  concerning  such  provisions 
and  effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  Navel  oranges; 
it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this 
section  effective  during  the  period  here¬ 
in  specified;  and  compliance  with  this 
section  will  not  require  any  special  prep¬ 
aration  on  the  part  of  persons  subject 
hereto  which  cannot  be  completed  on 
or  before  the  effective  date  hereof.  Such 
committee  meeting  was  held  on  Janu¬ 
ary  28,  1975. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quanti¬ 
ties  of  Navel  oranges  grown  in  Arizona 
and  designated  part  of  California  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  Janu¬ 
ary  31.  1975,  through  February6,  1975, 
are  hereby  fixed  as  follows: 


(1)  District  1:  1,348,000  cartons; 

(ii)  District  2:  202,000  cartons; 

(ill)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “han¬ 
dled.”  “District  1.”  “District  2.”  “Dis¬ 
trict  3,”  and  “carton*  have  the  same 
meaning  as  when  used  in  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  n.S.C. 
601-874) 

Dated:  January  29.  1975. 

(Charles  R.  Bradxr, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

(FB  DOC.7&-3012  PUed  1-29-75;  12 : 10  pm] 


.  PART  981— ALMONDS  GROWN  IN 
CAUFORNIA 

Suspension  or  Termination  of  Certain 
Provisions 

Notice  of  a  proposal  to  (1)  suspend 
S  981.71  and  the  second  sentence  In 
fi  981.72  of  the  marketing  agreement,  as 
amended,  and  Order  No.  981,  as  amended 
(7  CFR  Part  981),  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  almonds  grown  in  California 
(hereinafter  referred  to  collectively  as 
the  “order”) ,  and  to  (2)  terminate 
§  981.471  of  Subpart — Administrative 
Rules  and  Regulations  (7  CFR  981.441- 
981.482  ;  39  FR  23239;  39258),  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  December  26,  1974,  issue  of 
the  Federal  Register  (39  FR  44666) .  The 
provisions  to  be  suspended  or  terminated 
pertain  to  handlers’  records  and  reports 
of  almond  receipts. 

The  order  is  effective  under  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreemrat  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674) .  The 
proposal  was  imanimously  recommended 
by  the  Almond  CJtmtrol  Board. 

The  notice  afforded  interested  persons 
an  opportunity  to  submit  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  with  respect  to  the 
proposal;  none  were  received. 

Section  981.71  requires  handlers,  upon 
receiving  lots  of  almonds  for  their  own 
account,  to  issue  to  the  person  frcxn 
whom  received  a  receipt  which  is  serially 
numbered  and  shows  for  each  lot  re¬ 
ceived.  the  number  of  containers  in  the 
lot.  the  variety,  whether  shelled  or  un¬ 
shelled,  and  the  settlement  weight  for 
each  such  variety.  The  second  sentence  of 
§  981.72  requires  reports  of  receipts,  sub¬ 
mitted  pursuant  to  §  981.72  to  the  Con¬ 
trol  Board,  to  be  accompanied  by  dupli¬ 
cate  copies  of  the  receipts  issued  pursu¬ 
ant  to  §  981.71  for  all  almonds  included 
in  such  report.  Section  981.471  supple¬ 
ments  provisions  of  §  981.71.  Section 
981.471  prescribes  additional  information 
to  be  shown  on  the  receipts  issued  grow¬ 
ers,  and  establishes  procedures  handlers 
must  follow  in  Issuing  such  receipts. 

Since  1950,  when  the  provisions  of 
S  981.71  were  formulated,  major  handlers 
have  changed  the  method  of  receiving 
and  sampling  incoming  almonds.  Al¬ 
though  the  order  does  not  require  incom¬ 
ing  inspection  of  almonds,  many  han¬ 


dlers  have  each  lot  sampled  and  analyzed 
for  determination  of  defects.  Generally, 
after  the  samples  have  been  analyzed  and 
the  results  known,  a  weight  certificate 
and  a  settlement  sheet  produced  by  a 
data  processing  system  are  Issued  to  the 
grower.  Periodic  summaries  of  the  settle¬ 
ment  sheets  are  sent  to  the  Control 
Board. 

Ihe  purpose  of  §  981.71  was  to  enable 
the  Control  Board  to  establish  the  reserve 
obligation  of  each  handler  and  furnish 
the  Control  Board  with  statistical  infor¬ 
mation  necessary  for  the  conduct  of  its 
operations.  However,  receipts  covering 
each  load  delivered  have  never  served  as 
the  sole  means  of  determining  a  handler’s 
assessment  or  reserve  obligations.  Infor¬ 
mation  enabling  the  Control  Board  to 
make  these  determinations  is  obtained 
through  other  reports,  such  as  the  report 
of  receipts  submitted  pursuant  to  §§  981.- 
72  and  981.472,  and  redetermination  re¬ 
ports  submitted  pursuant  to  SS  981.73 
and  981.473.  The  submission  of  grower 
receipts  has  only  served  to  confirm  the 
accuracy  of  the  printout  summaries  from 
the  data  processing  systems. 

Thus,  the  requirements  in  §|  981.71 
and  981.471,  and  in  the  second  sentence 
of  §  981.72,  are  no  longer  necessary  and 
have  become  obsolete.  Moreover,  to  the 
extent  that  such  receipts  are  prepared, 
tabulated,  and  maintained,  these  re¬ 
quirements  impose  an  unnecessary  finan¬ 
cial  burden  on  handlers  and  on  the  Con¬ 
trol  Board.  This  cost  burden  could  ad¬ 
versely  affect  producer  returns. 

Therefore,  after  consideration  of  all 
relevant  matter  presented,  including  that 
in  the  notice,  the  information  and  rec¬ 
ommendations  submitted  by  the  Control 
Board,  and  other  available  information, 
it  is  found  that  to  suspend  the  operation 
of  §  981.71,  and  the  second  sentence  of 
§  981.72,  and,  to  terminate  the  operation 
of  S  981.471  of  the  administrative  rules 
and  regulations,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

It  is  further  found  that  good  cause 
exists  for  not  postponing  the  effective 
time  until  30  days  after  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C.  553)  and 
for  making  it  effective  at  the  time  herein¬ 
after  provided  in  that:  (1)  This  action 
deletes  an  obsolete  provision  applicable 
to  operatloiK  under  the  order;  (2)  this 
action  will  require  no  advance  prepara¬ 
tion  by  handlers;  (3)  this  action  relieves 
restrictions  imposed  on  handlers;  and 
(4)  no  useful  purpose  would  be  served  by 
delaying  this  action. 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  That; 

1.  The  operation  of  §  981.71,  and  the 
second  sentence  of  §  981.72  which  reads. 
“Such  reports  shall  be  accompanied  by 
duplicate  copies  of  the  receipts  Issued 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  §  981.71  for 
all  almonds  Included  in  such  report,** 
shall  be  suspended. 

2.  The  operations  of  §  981.471  of  the 
administrative  rules  and  regulations 
(Subpart — ^Administrative  Rules  and 
Regulations)  shall  be  terminated. 
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(Sacs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  XTB.O. 
601-874) 

Dated  Janiiary  27„  1975  to  be^me  ef¬ 
fective  February  10,  1975. 

Richard  L.  Peltnbr, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-2763  FUed  l-29-76;8:45  am] 


PART  989— RAISINS  PRODUCED  FROM 

GRAPES  GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Free  and  Reserve  Percentages  for  the 
1974-75  Crop  Year 

Notice  was  published  in  the  January  3, 
1975,  issue  of  the  Federal  Register  (40 
PR  40)  of  a  proposal  to  designate  for 
natural  Thompson  Seedless  raisins  for 
the  1974-75  crop  year,  beginning  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1974,  a  free  tonnage  percent¬ 
age  of  73  percent  and  a  reserve  tonnage 
percentage  of  27  percent.  Preliminary 
1974-75  crop  year  free  and  reserve  per¬ 
centages  of  62  p>ercent  and  38  percent, 
respectively,  were  designated  for  this 
varietal  tirpe  of  raisin  on  November  11, 
1974  (39  PR  39726). 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  submit  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  on  the  proposal 
None  were  received. 

The  proposal  was  unanimously  rec¬ 
ommended  by  the  Raisin  Administrative 
Committee.  TTie  Committee’s  reccwtn- 
mendation  was  under  §  989.54  of  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  989,  as  amended  (7  CPR  Part 
989),  hereinafter  referred  to  collectively 
as  the  “order”.  The  order  is  effective 
under  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674),  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
"act”. 

Production  of  natural  Thompson  Seed¬ 
less  raisins  for  the  1974.-75  crop  year 
has  been  estimated  to  be  about  212,106 
tons  by  the  Committee.  A  field  price  of 
$640  per  ton  was  established  on  Septem¬ 
ber  27,  1974.  Under  5  989.54(b)  of  the 
order,  the  Committee  is  required  to  rec¬ 
ommend  to  the  Secretary  no  later  than 
February  15,  of  a  crop  year  a  free  ton¬ 
nage  percentage  which,  when  applied  to 
the  estimated  production  of  a  varietal 
tsrpe  would  tend  to  release  the  full  desir¬ 
able  free  tonnage  designated  for  that 
varietal  type.  A  desirable  free  tonnage 
for  natural  Thompson  Seedless  raisins  of 
155,000  tons  was  designated  (xi  Octo¬ 
ber  18.  1974  (39  FR  37118).  Dividing 
155,000  tons  by  the  estimated  production 
(212,106  tons)  and  rounding  to  the  near¬ 
est  full  percent  results  in  a  free  percent¬ 
age  of  73  percent.  Section  989.54(b)  also 
provides  that  any  difference  between  any 
free  tonnage  percentage  designated  and 
100  percent  shall  be  the  reserve  percent¬ 
age.  Thus,  the  reserve  percentage  would 
be  27  percent. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant  mat¬ 
ter  presented,  including  that  in  the 
notice,  the  information  and  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  Committee,  and  other 
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available  information,  it  is  found  that 
designation,  under  §  989.55  of  the  order, 
of  free  and  reserve  percentages,  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

It  is  further  found  that  good  cause 
exists  for  not  postponing  the  effective 
time  of  this  action  until  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  in  that;  (1)  The  percentages 
designated  herein  for  a  crop  year  apply 
to  all  standard  natural  Thompson  Seed¬ 
less  raisins  acquired  by  handlers  from 
the  beginning  of  the  crop  year;  (2)  the 
current  crop  year  began  on  September  1, 
1974,  and  the  free  and  reserve  percent¬ 
ages  will  automatically  apply  to  all  such 
raisins  acquired  by  handlers  beginning 
on  that  date;  (3)  handlers  are  aware  of 
this  action  as  recommended  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  and  require  no  additional  time  to 
comply;  and  (4)  no  useful  purpose  would 
be  served  by  delaying  this  action. 

Therefore,  5  989.230  (39  FR  39726)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  989.230  Frrc  and  reserve  percentages 
for  the  1974—73  crop  year. 

The  percentages  of  standard  natural 
Thompson  Seedless  raisins  acquired  by 
handlers  during  the  crop  year  beginning 
September  1.  1974.  which  shall  be  free 
tonnage  and  reserve  tonnage,  respective¬ 
ly,  are  designated  as  follows;  Free  ton¬ 
nage  percentage,  73  percent;  and  reserve 
tonnage  percentage,  27  percent.  - 
(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  January  24, 1975. 

(Charles  R.  Brader, 
Devuty  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 
(PR  Doc.75-2845  PUed  1-29-75:8:45  am] 


Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  V— FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN 
BANK  BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER  C — FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND 
LOAN  SYSTEM 

(No.  75-80] 

PART  545 — OPERATIONS 

Limitations  on  Loans  in  Excess  of  90 
Percent  of  Value 

January  24,  1975. 

The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
considers  it  advisable  to  amend  §  545.6-1 
(a)(5)  of  the  rules  and  regulations  for 
the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  System 
(12  (TFR  545.6-1  (a)  (5) )  to  Increase  from 
$40,000  to  $42,000  the  limitation  specified 
in  subdivision  (1)  thereof  for  loans  made 
thereunder  other  than  with  respect  to 
single-family  dwellings  in  Alaska,  Guam 
and  Hawaii.  Accordingly,  the  Board 
hereby  amends  §  545.6-l(a)  (5)  (i)  to 
read  as  set  forth  below.  Since  this 
amendment  relieves  restriction,  the 
Board  hereby  finds  that  notice  and  pub¬ 
lic  procedure  are  unnecessary  under  the 
provisions  of  12  CFR  508.11  and  5  U.S.C. 
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553(b);  and  the  Board  hereby  provides 
that  the  amendment  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  January  30,  1975. 

The  text  of  amended  S  545.6-1  (a)  (5) 
(i)  is  as  follows: 

§  545.6—1  Lending  powers  under  sec¬ 
tions  13  and  14  of  Charter  K. 

*  «  «  •  • 

(a)  Homes  or  combination  of  homes 
and  business  property — •  •  • 

(5)  Loans  in  excess  of  90  percent  of 
value  •  •  • 

(1)  The  amotmt  of  the  loan  does  not 
exceed  the  lesser  of:  (a)  $42,000.  or 
$50,000  with  resiiect  to  single-family 
dwellings  in  Alaska.  Guam  and  Hawaii, 
(b)  95  percent  of  the  value  of  the  real 
estate  securing  the  loan,  or  (c)  95  per¬ 
cent  of  the  purchase  price  of  such  secur¬ 
ity  property; 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  5.  48  Stat.  132.  as  amended;  12  U.S.C. 
1464.  Beorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  12  FB  4981,  3 
CFB,  1943-48  Comp.,  p.  1071) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[sEALl  Grenville  L.  Millard,  Jr., 

'  Assistant  Secretary. 
fFB  Doc.75-2813  FUed  1-29-75:8:45  am] 


Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I — FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION.  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 
SUBCHAPTER  C — DRUGS 

PART  135e — NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS  FOR 
USE  IN  ANIMAL  FEEDS 

Monensin 

The  Commissioner  of  Pood  and  Drugs 
has  evaluated  a  supplemental  new  ani¬ 
mal  drug  applicatiem  (38-878V)  filed  by 
Elanco  Products  Co.,  a  Division  of  Ell 
Lilly  &  CY)..  Indianapolis.  IN  46206.  It 
proposes  to  change  the  expiration  date 
requirements  of  monensin-contalning 
poultry  feeds  to  90  dasrs  after  the  date 
of  manufacture.  After  due  consideration 
of  submitted  material',  the  supplemental 
application  is  approved. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Pood.  Drug,  and  (Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  512(i).  82  Stat.  347;  21  UB.C. 
360b  (1) )  and  under  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  (21  CPR  2.120), 
§  135e.50  Monensin  in  CThapter  I  of  Title 
21  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  in  paragraph  (d)  by  deleting 
the  number  “30”  and  inserting  the  num¬ 
ber  “90”. 

Effective  date.  This  order  .sha.!]  be  ef¬ 
fective  January  30,  1975. 

(Sec.  512(1) ,  82  Stat.  347;  21  UB.C.  360b(l)  ) 

Dated:  January  23, 1975. 

Fred  J.  Kingma, 
Acting  Director, 
Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine. 

(FB  Doc.75-2745  FUed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 
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CHAPTER  II— DRUG  ENFORCEMENT  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUS¬ 
TICE 

PART  1308— SCHEDULES  OF 
CONTROLLED  SUBSTANCES 

Placement  of  Mebutamate  in  Schedule  IV 

A  notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  on  Friday,  December  13,  1974 
(39  FR  43408)  proposing  that  Schedule 
rv  of  the  Comprehensive  Drug  Abuse 
Prevention  and  Control  Act  of  1970 
(Pub.  L.  91-513)  be  amended  to  include 
mebutamate  (and  its  salts).  All  inter¬ 
ested  persons  were  given  until  Janu¬ 
ary  13,  1975  to  submit  their  objections, 
comments,  or  requests  for  hearing. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  no  comments, 
objections,  or'requests  for  a  hearing  were 
received  as  to  the  proposed  order,  and 
based  upon  the  investigations  and  review 
of  the  Drug  Enforcement  Administration 
and  upon  the  scientific  and  medical  eval¬ 
uation  and  recommendation  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
received  pursuant  to  sections  201(a)  and 
201(b)  of  the  Comprehensive  Drug  Abuse 
Prevention  and  Control  Act  of  1970  (21 
U.S.C.  811(a)  and  811(b)),  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement  Ad¬ 
ministration  finds  that: 

1.  Based  on  information  now  available, 
mebutamate  has  a  low  potential  for  abuse 
relative  to  the  drugs  or  other  substances 
currently  listed  in  Schedule  m. 

2.  Mebutamate  will,  upon  the  approval 
of  a  New  Drug  Application  by  the  FDA, 
have  a  currently  accepted  medical  use 
in  treatment  in  the  United  States. 

3.  Abuse  of  mebutamate  may  lead  to 
limited  physical  dependence  or  psycho¬ 
logical  dependence  relative  to  the  drugs 
or  other  substances  in  Schedule  m. 

Therefore,  under  the  authority  vested 
In  the  Attorney  General  by  section  201 
(a)  of  the  Comprehensive  Drug  Abus* 
Prevention  and  Control  Act  of  1970  (21 
U.S.C.  811(a) ) ,  and  delegated  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  by  {  0.100  of  Title  28  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  the 
Administrator  hereby  orders  that  Title 
21  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regvilations 
(CFR)  be  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1308.14  Schedule  IW 

•  0  « 

(b)  Depressants.  Unless  specifically  ex¬ 
cepted  or  unless  listed  in  another  sched¬ 
ule,  any  material,  compound,  mixture,  or 
preparation  which  contains  any  quantity 
of  the  following  substances,  including  its 
salts,  isomers,  and  salts  of  isomers  when¬ 
ever  the  existence  of  such  salts,  isomers, 
and  salt  of  isomers  is  possible  within  the 
specific  chemical  designation: 


(1)  Barbital  . . . . .  2145 

(2)  Chloral  betaine _  2460 

<3)  Chloral  hydrate _  2465 

(4)  Ethchloryynol _  2540 

(6)  Ethlnamate  _  2545 

(6)  Mebutamate  _  2800 

(7)  Meprobamate  _  2820 

(8)  Methohexltal _  2264 

(9)  Methylphenobarbital _  2250 

(10)  Paraldehyde _  2585 

(11)  Petrlchloral  .  2591 

(12)  Phenobarbltal _  2285 

•  «  •  «  « 


The  issuing  of  a  letter  approving  the 
New  Drug  Application  for  mebutamate, 
by  FDA,  has  occurred  simultaneously 
with  the  issuing  of  this  order,  which  is 
effective  on  January  30,  1975. 

Dated:  January  24,  1975. 

John  R.  Bartels,  Jr., 

Administrator, 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

|FR  DOC.75-2862  PUed  1-29-76:8:45  am] 


Title  26 — Internal  Revenue 

CHAPTER  I— INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERV¬ 
ICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

SUBCHAPTER  E— ALCOHOL,  TOBACCO  AND 
OTHER  EXCISE  TAXES 

IT.D.  ATF-13  1 

PART  240— WINE 

PART  250— LIQUORS  AND  ARTICLES 
FROM  PUERTO  RICO  AND  THE  VIRGIN 
ISLANDS 

PART  251— IMPORTATION  OF  DISTILLED 
SPIRITS,  WINES,  AND  BEER 

Carbon  Dioxide  Tolerance 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  is 
to  conform  the  regulations  to  changes 
made  by  Pub.  L.  93-490,  which  increases 
the  amount  of  carbon  dioxide  permitted 
to  be  contained  in  still  wine.  Formerly 
there  had  been  permitted  0.277  gram  of 
carbon  dioxide  per  hundred  milliliters  of 
wine,  but  the  new  law  permits  0.392  gram 
of  carbon  dioxide  per  hundred  milliliters 
of  wine.  The  purpose  of  this  change,  as 
explained  in  the  Committee  Report  ac¬ 
companying  the  bill,  is  to  improve  the 
shelf  life  of  wines  with  low  alcoholic  con¬ 
tent.  As  stated  in  the  Report,  “The  com¬ 
mittee  understands  that  wine  tends  to 
deteriorate  more  quickly  as  the  alcoholic 
content  decreases  because  there  is  less 
alcohol  to  act  as  a  preservative.  If  still 
wines  wiUi  low-alcohohc  content  were 
produced  with  a  greater  volume  of  car¬ 
bon  dioxide  than  is  now  permitted,  this 
would  help  preserve  the  color  and  flavor 
by  displacing  some  of  the  oxygen  which 
reacts  with  the  bacteria  in  the  product*’. 
Elsewhere  in  the  Report,  it  is  stated  that 
the  change  is  expected  to  have  no  effect 
wa  the  revenue. 

In  addition,  a  minor  change  is  made 
to  update  terminology,  reflec^g  the 
establishment  of  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol, 
Tobacco,  and  Firearms  as  a  separate 
entity  under  Treasury. 

’Therefore,  the  regulations  in  26  CFR 
Parts  240,  250,  and  251  are  amended  as 
follows: 

Paragraph  A.  ’The  regulations  in  26 
CFR  Part  240  are  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  240.15  is  amended  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  language  defining  the  term 
“assistant  regional  commissioner’’  and 
inserting  instead,  a  cross  reference  to 
new  §  240.42.  As  amended,  §  240.15  reads 
as  follows: 

§  240.15  A^^sutlant  regional  eomniif^- 
sioncr. 

“Assistant  regional  commissioner’’, 
wherever  used  in  this  part  shall  mean  a 
Regional  Director,  Bureau  of  Alcohol, 
Tobacco,  and  Firearms,  as  defined  In 
§  240.42. 


2.  A  new  seetkm,  S  240.42,  is  added, 
immediately  following  S  240.41,  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  definition  -of  Regional  Director,* 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco,  and  Fire¬ 
arms.  As  added,  i  240.42  reads  as  follows: 

§  240.42  Regional  Director. 

“Regional  Director’’  shall  mean  a 
Regional  Director,  Bureau  of  Alcohol. 
Tobacco,  and  Firearms,  who  is  responsi¬ 
ble  to,  and  functions  under  the  direction 
and  supervision  of,  the  Director,  Bmeau 
of  Alcohol,  Tobacco,  and  Firearms. 

3.  Section  240.531  is  amended  to 
change  the  quantity  of  carbon  dioxide 
permitted  in  still  wine  from  0.277  gram 
per  100  milliliters  of  wine  to  0.392  gram 
per  100  milliliters  of  wine.  As  amended, 

§  240.531  reads  as  follows: 

§  240.531  Caneral. 

The  addition  to  (and  retention  in) 
still  wines  of  small  quantities  of  carbon 
dioxide  is  permitted:  Provided,  That,  at 
the  time  of  r^noval  for  consumption  or 
sale,  the  still  wine  shall  not  contain 
more  than  0.392  gram  of  carbon  dioxide 
per  100  milliliters  of  wine,  subject  to  the 
tolerance  provisions  of  §  240.533.  Where 
carbon  dioxide  is  added  to,  or  retained 
in,  stifl  wines,  the  proprietor  shall  file 
notice  in  accordance  with  §  240.532. 
Where  such  carbon  dioxide  content  of 
wine,  at  the  time  of  removal  for  con- 
siunption  or  sale,  is  to  be  less  than  0.225 
gram  of  carbon  dioxide  pier  100  milliliters 
of  wine,  the  provisions  of  S  240.534  shall 
not  be  applicable. 

(Title  n,  sec.  301.  Pub.  L.  85-859,  72  Stat. 
1331;  Sec.  6.  Pub.  L.  93-490,  88  Stat.  1466 
(26  n.S.C.  5041)  ) 

4.  Section  240.533  is  amended  to 
change  the  <iuantity  of  carbon  dioxide 
permitted  in  still  wine  from  0.277  gram 
I>er  100  mflliliters  of  wine  to  0.392  gram 
pier  100  milliliters  of  wine,  and  to  replace 
the  phrase  “assistant  regional  commis¬ 
sioner’’  by  the  phrase  "regional  direc¬ 
tor’’.  As  amended,  1  240.533  reads  hs 
follows: 

§  240.533  Tslerance. 

A  toleranee  to  the  maximum  limita¬ 
tion  cm  carbon  dioxide  in  still  wines,  not 
to  exceed  0.009  gram  of  carbon  dioxide 
pier  100  mifliliters  of  wine,  will  be  allowed 
where  Uie  proprietor  shows  to  the  satis¬ 
faction  of  the  regional  director  that  the 
amount  of  carbon  dioxide  in  excess  of 
0.392  gram  pier  100  milliliters  of  wine  was 
due  to  mechanical  variations  which 
could  not  be  completely  controlled  under 
good  commercial  practices.  Such  toler¬ 
ance  will  not  be  allowed  where  it  is 
foimd  that  the  piroprietor  continuously 
or  intentionally  exceeds  0.392  gram  of 
carbon  dioxide  pier  100  milliliters  of  wine 
or  where  the  variation  results  from  the 
use  of  methods  or  equipment  not  in  ac¬ 
cord  with  gcxid  commercial  practices. 

(•ntle  n,  sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  85-859,  72  Stat. 
1331;  sec.  6,  Pub.  L.  95-490,  88  Stat,  1466  (36 
XJ.S.C.  6041)) 

Par.  B.  *1116  regulations  in  26  CFR  Part 
250  are  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  250.53a  is  amended  to 
change  the  quantity  of  carbon  dioxide 
piermitted  in  still  wine  from  0.277  gram 
per  100  milliliters  of  wine  to  0.392  gram 
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per  100  milliliters  of  wine.  As  amended, 

S  250.53a  reads  as  follows: 

§  250.5.3a  Still  wines  containing  carbon 
dioxide. 

Still  wines  may  contain  not  more  than 
0.392  gram  of  carbon  dioxide  per  100 
milliliters  of  wine;  except  that  a  toler¬ 
ance  to  this  maximum  limitation,  not  to 
exceed  0.009  gram  of  carbon  dioxide  per 
100  milliliters  of  wine,  will  be  allowed 
where  the  amount  of  carbon  dioxide  in 
excess  of  0.392  gram  per  100  milliliters 
of  wine  was  due  to  mechanical  variations 
which  could  not  be  completely  controlled 
under  good  commercial  practices.  Such 
tolerance  will  not  be  allowed  where  it  is 
foimd  that  the  limitation  of  0.392  gram 
of  carbon  dioxide  per  100  milliliters  of 
wine  is  continuously  or  intentionally  ex¬ 
ceeded,  or  where  the  variation  results 
from  the  use  of  methods  or  equipment 
not  in  accord  with  good  commercial 
practices.  Where  the  carbon  dioxide  is 
added  to,  or  retained  in,  still  wine,  the 
proprietor  shall  so  indicate  on  his  Form 
27-B  Supplemental,  Identifying  the 
method  or  process  and  the  type  of  equip¬ 
ment  to  be  used. 

2.  Section  250.223a  is  amended  to 
change  the  quantity  of  carbon  dioxide 
permitted  in  still  wine  from  0.277  gram 
per  100  milliliters  of  wine  to  0.392  gram 
per  100  milliliters  of  wine.  As  amended, 

§  250.223a  reads  as  follows: 

§  250.223a  Still  wines  containing  car¬ 
bon  dioxide. 

Still  wines  may  contain  not  more  than 
0.392  gram  of  carbon  dioxide  per  100 
milliliters  of  wine:  except  that  a  toler¬ 
ance  to  this  maximum  limitation,  not  to 
exceed  0.009  gram  of  carbon  dioxide  per 
100  milliliters  of  wine,  will  be  allowed 
where  the  amoimt  of  carbon  dioxide  in 
excess  of  0.392  gram  p)er  100  milliliters 
of  wine  was  due  to  mechanical  variations 
which  could  not  be  completely  controlled 
tinder  good  commercial  practices.  Such 
tolerance  will  not  be  allowed  where  it  is 
found  that  the  limitation  of  0.392  gram 
of  carbon  dioxide  per  100  milliliters  of 
wine  is  continuously  or  intentionally  ex¬ 
ceeded,  or  where  the  variation  results 
from  the  use  of  methods  or  equipment 
not  in  accord  with  good  commercial 
practice.  Where  carbon  dioxide  is  added 
to,  or  retained  in,  still  wine,  the  proprie¬ 
tor  shall  so  indicate  on  his  Form  27-B 
Supplemental,  identifying  the  method 
or  process  and  the  type  of  equipment  to 
be  used. 

Par.  C.  The  regulations  in  26  CFR 
251.42a  are  amended  to  change  the 
quantity  of  carbon  dioxide  permitted  in 
still  wine  from  0.277  grram  per  100 
milliliters  of  wine  to  0.392  gram  per  100 
milliliters  of  wine.  As  amended,  S  251.42a 
reads  as  follows: 

§  251.42a  Still  wines  containing  carbon 
dioxide. 

Still  wines  may  contain  not  more  than 
0  392  gram  of  carbon  dioxide  per  100 
milliliters  of  wine;  except  that  a  toler¬ 
ance  to  this  maximum  limitation,  not  to 
exceed  0.009  gram  of  carbon  dioxide  per 
.100  milliliters  of  wine,  will  be  allowed 


where  the  amount  of  carbon  dioxide  in 
excess  of  0.392  gram  per  100  milliliters  of 
wine  was  due  to  mechanical  variations 
which  could  not  be  completely  controlled 
under  good  commercial  practices.  Such 
tolerance  will  not  be  allowed  where  it  is 
fovmd  that  the  limitation  of  0.392  gram 
of  carbon  dioxide  per  100  milliliters  of 
wine  is  continuously  or  intentionally 
exceeded. 

Because  this  Treasury  decision  merely 
implements  the  provisions  of  a  Public 
Law  and  is  liberalizing  in  nature,  it  is 
found  that  it  is  unnecessary  to  issue  this 
Treasury  decision  with  notice  and  pub¬ 
lic  procedure  thereon  under  5  U.S.C.  553 
(b) ,  or  subject  to  the  effective  date  limi¬ 
tation  of  5  U.S.C.  553 <d).  Accordingly, 
this  Treasury  decision  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  on  February  1,  1975,  the  date 
when  the  provisions  of  the  Pub.  L.  93- 
490  take  effect. 

Dated:  January  20, 1975. 

Rex  D.  Davis, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Alcohol, 
Tobacco,  and  Firearms. 

Aijproved:  January  28, 1975. 

David  R.  MacDonald, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[FB Doc.75-2909  PUed  l-29-76;8:46  am] 

Title  28 — ^Judicial  Administration 

CHAPTER  I — DEPARTMENT  OF 
JUSTICE 

I  Directive  75-1] 

PART  0— ORGANIZATION  OF  THE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

SUBPART  R— DRUG  ENFORCEMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

Redelegation  of  Functions 

Under  the  authority  delegated  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  by  §  0.100  anq  §  0.104  of 
Subpart  R,  of  Title  28,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  the  Appendix  to  Subpart 
R  is  hereby  amended  as  follows; 

1.  The  existing  paragraph  in  section  2 
is  designated  as  “(a)”  and  the  following 
new  paragraph  (b)  is  added: 

(b)  All  Regional  Directors  are  author¬ 
ized  to  conduct  enforcement  hearings 
imder  21  U.S.C.  883  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  Chief  Counsel  and  to  take  cus¬ 
tody  of  seized  property  in  accordance 
with  directions  from  the  Administrator 
imder  21  U.S.C.  881. 

2.  Paragraphs  (c) ,  (d) ,  and  (e)  of  sec¬ 
tion  3  are  hereby  deleted. 

3.  In  section  4,  the  term  “Acting”  with 
reference  to  the  Chief  Counsel  is  deleted. 

4.  The  following  new  section  7  is 
added: 

Sec.  7.  Issuance  of  Subpoenas,  (a)  All 
Regional  Directors  and  the  Chief  Inspec¬ 
tor  are  authorized  to  sign  and  issue  sub¬ 
poenas  with  respect  to  controlled  sub¬ 
stances  under  21  U.S.C.  875  and  876. 

(b)  All  special  agents  in  charge  of 
offices,  with  the  concurrence  in  each  case 
of  the  responsible  Regional  Director,  are 
authorized  to  sign  and  Issue  subpoena* 


with  respect  to  controlled  substances 
under  21  U.S.C.  875  and  876  in  regard  to 
matters  within  their  respective  Jurisdic- 
Uon. 

(c)  All  Inspectors-ln-Charge  of  field 
offices,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Chief 
Inspiector  in  each  case,  are  authorized  to 
sign  and  issue  subpoenas  under  21  U.S.C. 
875  and  876  in  any  investigation  relating 
to  the  functions  of  the  Office  of  Inspec¬ 
tion  with  respect  to  controlled  sub¬ 
stances. 

The  amendments  made  by  this  order 
shall  be  effective  on  January  30. 1975. 

Dated:  January  24, 1975. 

John  R.  Bartels,  Jr., 
Administrator, 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.75-2863  PUed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


Title  33 — Navigation  and  Navigable  Waters 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD,  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

(COD  74  295] 

PART  117— DRAWBRIDGE  OPERATION 
REGULATIONS 

GIWW,  Mile  57.6  Through  Mile  59.8,  West 
of  Harvey  Lock,  Houma,  La. 

This  amendment  changes  the  regula¬ 
tions  for  the  drawbridges  located  across 
the  GIWW  at  mUe  57.6  through  mile 
59.8,  west  of  Harvey  Lock,  Hoiuna,  Lou¬ 
isiana  to  allow  closed  periods  during  the 
morning  and  evening  rush  hour  vehicu¬ 
lar  traffic.  This  amendment  is  required 
while  extensive  repairs  are  completed 
on  the  drawbridge  located  at  mile  57.7. 
Marine  interests  have  agreed  to  this 
temporary  restriction.  The  Coast  Guard 
has  found  that  good  cause  exists  for 
granting  this  change  without  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  on  the  basis  that 
it  would  be  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest  to  delay  this  work. 

Accordingly,  Part  117  of  Title  33  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  S  117.241  im¬ 
mediately  after  S  117.240  to  read  as  fid- 
lows: 

§  117.241  GIWW,  Houma,  Louisiana, 
bridges. 

(a)  The  drawbridges  located  at  mile 
57.6  through  mile  59.8,  west  of  Harvey 
Lock,  Houma,  Louisiana  need  not  open 
for  the  passage  of  vessels  from  7:30  to 
8:30  aun.  and  4:30  to  5:30  pjn..  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  holidays. 

(b)  These  regulations  shall  be  revoked 
as  of  January  31, 1975. 

(Sec.  5,  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec.  e(g) 
(2).  80  Stat.  937;  33  UB.C.  499,  49  VS.C.  1655 
(g)  (2);  49  CPR  1.46(c)  (5).  33  CPB  1.05-l(e) 
(4)) 

Effective  date.  This  revision  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  December  24, 1974. 
Dated:  December  16, 1974. 

R.  I.  Price, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Marine  Envi¬ 
ronment  and  Systems. 

[PR  DOC.7&-2854  PUed  l-29-7S;8:45  am] 
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Title  39 — Postal  Service 

CHAPTER  h— U.S.  POSTAL  SERVICE 

PART  111— GENERAL  INFORMATION  ON 
POSTAL  SERVICE 

Postal  Service  Manual  Amendments 

Chapter  I  of  the  Postal  Service  Man¬ 
ual,  which  has  been  incorporated  by 
refererence  in  the  Federal  Register  (see 
39  CFR  111.1) ,  has  been  amended  by  the 
issuance  of  Post  OfiBce  Services  (Do¬ 
mestic)  Transmittal  Letter  33,  Issue  94, 
dated  January  17, 1975.  _ 

In  accordance  with  39  CJFR  111.3  notice 
of  these  changes  is  hereby  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  as  an  amendment 
to  that  section  and  the  text  of  the 
changes  is  filed  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register.  Subscribers  to 
the  Manual  will  receive  these  amend¬ 
ments  automatically  from  the  Govern" 
ment  Printing  Office.  (For  other  avail¬ 
ability  of  Chapter  I  of  the  Postal  Service 
Manual,  see  39  CTR  111.2) . 

Description  of  these  amendments  to 
Chapter  1  of  the  Postal  Service  Manual 
follows: 

PART  122— ADDRESSES 

1.  Section  122.13  is  expanded  to  pro¬ 
vide  instructions  regarding  the  propor 
use  of  return  addresses  and  the  treat¬ 
ment  accorded  impaid  mail  bearing  the 
same  return  and  delivery  address. 


PART  132— SECOND  CLASS 

2.  Section  132.122d  is  amended  to  refer 
to  i  134.5  which  covers  the  definitions  of 
the  eight  types  of  nonprofit  organizations 
and  the  type  of  organizations  that  do  not 
qualify  for  the  special  rates. 


PART  159— UNDELIVERABLE  MAIL 

3.  Section  159.11  is  amended  to  include 
unpaid  mail  among  the  reasons  for  non¬ 
delivery  of  mail. 

4.  Section  159.112b  is  amended  to  In¬ 
clude  the  endorsement  Returned  for 
postage  to  be  applied  to  unpaid  mail 
returned  to  the  sender. 

5.  New  §  159.411  is  added  to  specifically 
designate  nonretumable  firearms  as  a 
separate  category  of  undeliverable  mail 
and  cross  reference  new  S  159.721d  for 
handling  instructions. 

6.  Former  §  159.411  is  renumbered 
§  159.41m  and  amended  to  provide  dis¬ 
position  instructions  for  mail  that  bears 
an  identical  return  address  and  delivery 
address. 

7.  Section  159.721c  is  amended  to  re¬ 
flect  prior  changes  in  claim  adjudication 
procedures. 

8.  New  §  159.721d  is  added  to  require 
that  registered  mail  must  be  used  when 
firearms  are  sent  to  dead  parcel  branches. 

9.  New  S  159.742d  is  added  to  provide 
guidance  to  dead  letter  branches  on  the 
handling  of  mail  matter  which  was  for¬ 
warded  to  them  because  it  was  found  in 
the  mall  without  postage. 

10.  New  S  159.745b  is  added  to  clarify 
procedures  involved  in  second-time 
treatment  of  mail,  which  was  originally 
sent  to  a  dead  letter  branch  because  It 
was  found  in  the  mail  without  postage. 


11.  New  §  159.772b(5)  is  added  to  clar¬ 
ify  dead  letter  branch  procedures  for 
handling  certain  negotiable  or  intan¬ 
gible  property. 

12.  Section  159.811  is  amended  to  clar¬ 
ify  opening  procedures  at  Dead  Parcel 
Post  Branches. 

13.  Section  159.813  is  amended  to  clar¬ 
ify  procedures  for  processing  of  dead 
parcels.  Particular  guidance  is  given  re¬ 
garding  the  handling  of  mail  matter 
which  was  forwarded  to  Dead  Parcel 
Post  Branches  because  it  was  found  in 
the  mail  without  postage. 

The  remainder  of  the  changes  are 
minor,  technical,  or  editorial  in  nature. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  39 
CFR  111.3  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following: 

§  111:3  Amendments  to  Chapter  I  of 
the  Postal  Service  Manual. 

•  «  #  •  • 

AmtndvMfUi  to  Postal  Servici  Manual 


Transmittal  letter 

Date 

Federal 

Raster 

Pablcation 

•  •  G 

Letter  33,  tesne  . 

G 

.  1-17-75 

G 

40  FR. 

These  amendments  are  effective  im¬ 
mediately. 

(6  UJB.C.  6B2(a),  39  U.S.C.  401,  404,  407,  408, 
3001-3011,  3201-18,  3403-05,  3601,  8621  and 
60  U.S.C.  1463-04) 

Roger  P.  Craig, 
Deputy  General  Counsel. 
[FB  Doc.75-2779  FUed  1-26-75:8:46  am] 


Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 
SUBCHAPTER  C — AIR  PROGRAMS 

PART  52— APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGA¬ 
TION  OF  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Approval  of  Idaho  Indirect  Source 
Regulation 

On  May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10842) ,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
and  40  C^FR  Part  51,  the  Administrator  of 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  approved,  with  specific  exceptions, 
the  Idaho  Implementation  Plan  for  the 
Control  of  Air  Pollution.  Pursuant  to  a 
court  ruling  by  the  United  States  Court 
of  Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
in  the  case  Natural  Resource  Defense 
Council  Inc.,  et  al.  v.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  475  F.  2d  968  (D.C. 
Cir.  1973) ,  the  Administrator,  on 
March  8, 1973  (38  FR  6279) ,  disapproved 
all  State  plans  to  the  extent  to  which 
they  do  not  adequately  assure  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  national  ambient  air  quality 
standards. 

On  June  18,  1973  (38  FR  15834) ,  the 
Administrator  promulgated  requirements 
directing  States  to  submit  Implementa¬ 
tion  plan  revisions  by  August  15,  1973, 
to  provide  for  preconstruction  review 
and  approval  of  Indirect  sources  of  air 
pollution  to  insure  maintenance  of  stand¬ 
ards.  Indirect  sources  are  facilittes  which 
have  an  impact  on  air  quality  because  of 


associated  mobile  source  activity.  On 
June  3,  1974,  the  State  of  Idaho  held 
a  public  hearing  in  accordance  with  40 
C^  Part  51  to  obtain  public  comments 
on  proposed  revisions  to  the  Idaho  Im¬ 
plementation  Plan  including:  (1)  a  new 
section  4  of  Regulation  A  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  for  the  Control  of  Air 
Pollution  in  Idaho  (Chapter  Vn  of  Im¬ 
plementation  Plan)  and  (2)  an  addition 
to  Chapter  XI  of  the  Implementation 
Plan,  to  include  administrative  proce¬ 
dures  for  indirect  source  review.  On 
June  20,  1974,  the  Board  of  Environ¬ 
mental  and  Commimlty  Services  adopted 
the  amendments  to  Regulation  A  to  be 
effective  on  the  day  of  adoption.  Chapter 
XI  of  the  Implementation  Plan  was 
amended  accordingly  on  June  20,  1974. 
On  July  1, 1974,  the  Governor  of  the  State 
of  Idaho  submitted  these  amendments 
to  the  Administrator  as  proposed  revi¬ 
sions  to  the  Idaho  Implementation  Plan. 

The  amendments  to  Idaho’s  Rules  and 
Regulations  provide  for  preconstruction 
review  of  indirect  sources  both  in  and 
outside  urbanized  areas.  An  urbanized 
area  is  defined  as  any  area  within  the 
city  limits,  or  within  five  (5)  miles  of 
the  city  limits,  of  any  city  with  a  popu¬ 
lation  of  more  than  10,000  persons. 

In  an  urbanized  area,  any  new  parking 
facility  or  other  new  indirect  source  with 
associated  parking  for  1,000  or  more  cars, 
any  modifleation  of  an  existing  parking 
facility  and  any  modification  of  a  park¬ 
ing  area  associated  with  an  indirect 
source  which  increases  paiicing  capacity 
by  500  or  more  ears  are  subject  to  review. 
Also,  any  new  highway  section  with  an 
anticipated  average  annual  daily  traffic 
volume  of  20,000  or  more  vehicles  per 
day  within  ten  years  of  construction  and 
any  modified  highway  section  which  will 
increase  average  annual  daily  traffic 
volume  by  10,000  or  more  vehicles  per 
day  within  ten  years  after  mo^fication 
are  subject  to  the  amended  regulations. 

In  non-urbanlzed  areas,  any  new  park¬ 
ing  facility  or  other  new  indirect  source 
with  associated  parking  for  2,000  or  more 
cars,  any  modification  of  an  existing 
parking  facility  and  any  modification  of 
a  parking  area  associated  with  an  indi¬ 
rect  source  which  increases  parking 
capacity  by  1,000  or  more  cars  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  amended  regulation. 

Any  new  airport  which  will  have  50,000 
or  more  operations  per  year  or  will  be 
used  by  1,600,000  or  more  passengers  per 
year  and  any  airport  modification  which 
will  increase  operations  by  50,000  or  more 
per  year  or  use  by  1,600,000  or  more  pas¬ 
sengers  per  year  are  subject  to  the 
amended  regulations. 

Administrative  procedures  to  imple¬ 
ment  these  amendments  have  been  de¬ 
veloped  and  are  on  file  with  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health  and  Welfare  (the 
Department  of  Environmental  and  Com¬ 
munity  Service  became  the  Department 
.of  Health  and  Welfare  on  July  1,  1974). 

On  August  23,  1974  (39  FR  30496) ,  a 
summary  of  the  Idaho  indirect  source 
regulation  was  published  by  EPA  as  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  and  an  opportunity 
for  public  comment  was  prodded.  No 
comments  were  received  by  EPA  during 
the  30-day  comment  period. 
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As  stated  in  the  proposed  rulemaking 
document,  approval  of  the  State  indirect 
source  regulation  enables  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  to  remove  the  requirements  for 
federal  review  of  new  or  modified  indirect 
sources  in  the  State.  Therefore,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  is  revoking  40  CFR  52.679, 
promulgated  February  25,  1974  (39  FR 
7270) . 

The  size  criteria  chosen  for  sources 
subject  to  the  State’s  indirect  source  reg¬ 
ulation  are  identical  to  the  size  criteria 
used  in  the  federal  indirect  source  reg¬ 
ulation.  The  population  criteria  of  the 
State  regulation  is  lower  than  the  federal 
regulation.  The  State  regulation  is  ef¬ 
fective  in  areas  of  10,000  or  more  persons, 
while  the  federal  regulation  is  effective 
in  areas  of  50,000  or  more  persons. 
The  State  regulation  is  effective  prior  to 
the  federal  regulation.  Specifically,  the 
effective  date  of  the  State  regulation  is 
June  20,  1974,  whereas  the  federal  regu¬ 
lation  would  have  been  applicable  to 
sources  which  had  construction  or  mod¬ 
ification  commencing  after  June  30, 1975. 
The  Administrator  finds  good  cause  for 
making  this  approval  effective  immedi¬ 
ately  since  the  Idaho  regulation  is  now 
in  effect  and  it  serves  no  useful  purpose 
to  defer  revoking  the  federal  indirect 
source  regulation. 

The  proposed  revision  has  been  re¬ 
viewed  by  EPA  for  compliance  with  40 
CFR  Part  51  and  found  to  be  approvable. 
An  evaluation  report  of  the  adequacy  of 
the  State  regulation  is  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  Region  X  Office  of 
EPA,  1200  Sixth  Avenue,  Seattle,  Wash¬ 
ington  98101,  and  at  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Center,  EPA,  401  M  Street, 
SW,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

(Secs.  110(a)(2)(B),  110(c) ,  301(a)  Clean  Air 
Act,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1857c-5(a)  (2) 
(B),  1867o-6(C),  1857g(a))) 

Dated;  January  23, 1975. 

John  Quarles, 
Acting  Administrator. 

Subpart  N  of  Part  52  of  Chapter  I, 
Title  40  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  §  52.670,  paragraph  (c)  (2)  Is 
amended  by  adding  the  phrase  “and 
July  1, 1974  (Idaho  Indirect  Source  Reg¬ 
ulation)  ”  at  the  end  of  the  sentence. 

2.  Section  52.679  is  revoked  and 
reserved. 

[PR  Doc.76-2861  FUed  l-20-76;8:46  am] 
Title  46 — Shipping 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD.  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION. 

SUBCHAPTER  Q— SPECIFICATIONS 
[CGD  73-153R1 

PART  160— LIFESAVING  EQUIPMENT 

Releases,  Lifesaving  Equipment, 
Hydraulic  and  Manual 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
the  regulations  concerning  specifications 
for  hydraulic  releases  for  lifesaving  de¬ 
vices  is  to  allow  tests  and  periodic  serv¬ 
icing  to  be  conducted  at  a  laboratory 
acceptable  to  the  Commandant,  0.8. 
Coast  Guard. 


In  the  January  8,  1974  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register  (39  FR  1361),  the 
Coast  Guard  proposed  specifications  for 
inspecting,  overhauling,  testing,  and 
storing  hydraulic  releases  for  lifesaving 
devices.  Five  written  ccnnments  were 
submitted  to  the  Coast  Guard  on  the 
proposed  specifications.  Three  com- 
menters,  including  an  operator  of  Great 
Lakes  vessels,  a  manufacturer  of  both 
inflatable  liferafts  and  hydraulic  re¬ 
leases,  and  an  inflatable  liferaft  serv¬ 
icing  depot,  supported  the  proposal. 
The  remaining  two  commenters,  includ¬ 
ing  the  manufacturer  of  an  approved 
hydraulic  release  and  the  developer  of  a 
comparable  device  for  the  U.S.  Navy  22 
years  ago,  objected  to  the  proposal.  The 
following  contains  the  comments  and 
the  Coast  Guard  action  on  the  com¬ 
ments: 

Sections  160.062-2(c)  and  160.062- 
4(c),  and  (d)(2'>,  (3)  and  (4).  The 
Coast  Guard  should  not  relinquish  its 
reliance  on  tests  conducted  at  a  “Govern¬ 
ment  laboratory.” 

Hydraulic  releases  of  3  manufacturers 
ciu-rently  are  approved  by  the  Coast 
Guard.  The  first  of  the  approved  releases 
vmderwent  prototype  testing  in  1969 
under  current  specifications  which  re¬ 
quires  testing  at  a  “Government  Labora¬ 
tory."  The  only  government  facilities 
having  previous  testing  experience  with 
hydraulic  releases  are  located  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  in  Virginia.  Both  laboratories 
imposed  certain  restrictions  that  delayed 
the  testing  of  the  devices.  The  Coast 
Guard  standards  for  the  device  and  the 
standards  proposed  for  the  acceptance 
of  a  laboratory  to  perform  tiie  servicing 
and  tests  have  been  determined  to  be 
sufficient  to  ensure  safe  devices.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  suggestion  that  the  tests  be 
performed  only  at  government  labora¬ 
tories  was  not  accepted. 

Sections  160.062-4(.f)(.l) ,  (2),  and 
(3).  The  storage  limitation  criterion  of 
“9  months  or  less”  proposed  in  5  160.062- 
4(f)  (1)  and  (2),  and  the  criterion  of 
more  than  “9  months”  proposed  in 
§  160.062-4 (f)  (3)  are  unrealistic  and 
should  be  broadened  to  a  36-month  base. 
The  brevity  of  the  proposed  storage  pe¬ 
riods  would  not  be  conducive  to  raft 
manufacturers  nor  their  affiliated  servic¬ 
ing  facilities  for  having  stocks  of  devices 
on  hand  against  unforeseen  demands.  A 
storage  period  of  9  months  would  there¬ 
fore  lead  to  higher  costs  for  the  con¬ 
sumer.  It  was  further  pointed  out  that 
in  the  commenter’s  experience,  devices, 
under  normal  warehouse  conditions,  can 
be  stored  for  as  long  as  15  years  without 
showing  signs  of  deterioration,  and  a 
storage  limitation  of  60  months  would  be 
entirely  reasonable. 

The  two  proposed  storage  specifications 
are  based  on  Coast  Guard  public  infor¬ 
mation  circulars  published  before  1971. 
The  circulars  indicate  that  liferafts  and 
hydraulic  releases  could  remain  in  stor¬ 
age  prior  to  their  installation  on  vessels 
or  their  reinspection.  Hydraulic  releases 
are  frequently  installed  with  inflatable 
liferafts  on  shipboard,  and  the  intent  of 
the  proposed  specification  was  to  have 
these  items  of  equipment  on  identical 


schedules  for  overhaul,  storage,  and  in¬ 
stallation. 

In  light  of  the  received  comments  and 
of  the  experiences  described  by  ship  op¬ 
erators  to  the  Coast  Guard  concerning 
the  redeployment  of  rafts  on  vessels  op¬ 
erating  overseas,  the  Coast  Guard  has 
changed  the  proposed  specification. 

Tlie  suggested  storage  basis  of  36 
months  Is  considered  tenuous  for  safety 
purposes  but  it  is  agreed  that  a  longer 
storage  period  is  desirable.  Accordingly, 
the  storage  specifications  are  changed  by 
increasing  the  period  from  9  months  to 
24  months.  Since  this  change  results  in 
a  reduced  burden,  no  further  rule  mak¬ 
ing  procedure  is  considered  necessary. 

Sections  I60.062-4(/)  (3)  («),  (.4)  Hi), 
and  (Hi),  and  (f)(5).  As  proposed,  the 
depth  at  which  a  device  must  release  its 
test  loads  is  not  clearly  indicated.  Section 
160.062-3(c)  specifies  release  deplSi 
ranges  of  “5  to  15  feet”  and  “5  to  25  feet”. 

It  is  the  intention  of  §  160.062-3  (c)  to 
require  devices  that  are  new  or  recon¬ 
ditioned  to  be  tested  at  a  depth  between 
5  feet  and  15  feet,  and  devices  that  are 
conditioned  by  low  temperature  and  cor¬ 
rosion  testing  to  be  tested  at  a  depth 
between  5  feet  and  25  feet.  For  clarifica¬ 
tion,  the  proposed  requirement  is 
changed  specifying  5  feet  and  15  feet  for 
the  submergence  test.  Since  this  require¬ 
ment  was  contained  in  the  proposal,  no 
further  rule  making  procedure  is  con¬ 
sidered  necessary. 

Section  160.062-7.  The  proposed  con¬ 
cept  permitting  reconditioning  of  devices 
to  occur  at  local  repair  facilities  not 
chosen  by  nor  amenable  to  the  manufac¬ 
turer  of  an  approved  device  was  criti¬ 
cized.  In  the  opinion  of  the  manufac¬ 
turer,  a  local  repair  facility  not  having 
the  experience,  proprietary  knowledge, 
and  tooling  of  the  manufacturer  of  the 
hydraulic  release  could  not  test  and  re¬ 
build  pipduction  lots  to  guarantee  prod¬ 
uct  reliability. 

One  of  the  proposed  standards  that 
a  repair  facility  must  meet  in  order  to  be 
•accepted  by  the  Coast  Guard  is  the 
capacity  to  manufacture  replacement 
parts  or  have  a  source  of  supply.  In 
either  case,  the  replacement  part  must 
meet  the  specifications  and  standards 
contained  in  46  CFR  160.062-1.  The 
Coast  Guard  concluded  that  this  stand¬ 
ard  would  contribute  to  product  relia¬ 
bility.  and  the  personnel  and  testing 
standards  specified  in  proposed  §  160.- 
062-7  would  result  in  a  reconditioned 
device  as  good  as.  or  better  than,  a  new 
device. 

It  was  the  intention  of  the  proposal 
that  the  applicant  would  have  to  show 
some  evidence  of  a  source  of  supply  if 
he  did  not  have  the  capacity  to  manufac¬ 
ture  replacement  parts.  Since  this  re¬ 
quirement  was  not  clearly  stated,  pro-» 
posed  §  160.062-7(a)  (2)  is  changed  by 
adding  the  words,  evidenced  by  a  signed 
agreement  between  the  facility  and  his 
source  of  supply,”  to  follow  the  words 
“hydraulic  release”. 

Since  this  change  is  a  clarlficaticHi,  no 
further  rule  making  procedure  Is  con¬ 
sidered  necessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
proix}sed  regulations  are  hereby  adopted 
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subject  to  the  changes  discussed  above. 
As  adopted,  the  regulations  are  set  forth 
below. 

Effective  date.  These  amendments 
shall  become  effective  on  February  28, 
1975. 

Dated;  January  20, 1975. 

O.  W.  Siler, 

Admiral.  US.  Coast  Guard, 
Commandant. 

Subpart  160.062  of  Title  46,  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations,  is  amended  as  follows: 

§  160.062-2  [Amended] 

1.  By  amending  §  160.062-2(c)  by  strik¬ 
ing  the  words  “Government  laboratory” 
and  inserting  “laboratory  accepted  by  the 
Commandant"  in  place  thereof. 

§  160.062—4  [.4mcnded] 

2.  By  amending  §  160.062-4  as  follows: 

a.  By  striking  the  words  “Government 
laboratory  designated  by"  in  the  second 
sentence  of  the  introductory  text  of  both 
paragraph  (c)  and  paragraph  (d)(2) 
and  inserting  “laboratory  accepted  by” 
place  thereof. 

b.  By  amending  paragraph  (d)  (3)  by 
striking  the  word  “Government”  in  the 
fourth  sentence  of  the  introductory  text. 

c.  By  amending  paragraph  (d)(4)  by 
striking  the  word  “Government”  in  the 
third  sentence. 

d.  By  amending  paragraph  (e)  by 
striking  the  words  “designated  repair 
facility"  in  the  second  sentence  and  in¬ 
serting  the  words  “a  repair  facility  ac¬ 
cepted  by  the  Commandant  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  procedure  contained  In 
S  160.062-7”  in  place  thereof. 

e.  By  revising  paragraph  (f )  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  160.062—4  Inspections  and  tests. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(f)  Periodic  Servicing  and  Testing.  A 
hydraulic  release  is  inspected  as  follows; 

(1)  Inspection  for  devices  not  installed 
after  manufacture.  A  hydraulic  release, 
that  is  not  installed  after  manufacture 
and  is  stored  for  period  of  24  months  or 
less,  is  not  required  to  be  inspected  or 
tested  before  installation  but  must  be 
stamped  by  a  marine  inspector  on  the 
inspection  tag  required  in  §  160.062-5 
(b)  (2)  with— 

(1)  The  word  “Installed”; 

(il)  The  Installation  date;  and 
(ill)  His  initials. 

(2)  Inspection  for  devices  that  have 
teen  installed.  A  hydraulic  release  that 
is  installed  for  a  period  of  12  months  or 
more  must  pass  the  test  contained  in 
paragraph  (f)  (3)  of  this  section  and  be 
marked  as  required  in  paragraph  (f)  (5) 
of  this  section.  If,  after  passing  the  test, 
the  device  is  stored  for  a  period  of  24 
months  or  less,  it  must  be  stamped  as  re¬ 
quired  in  paragraph  (f)  (1)  of  this  para¬ 
graph  by  the  marine  Inspector  before 
reinstallation. 

(3)  Devices  stored  longer  than  24 
months.  A  hydraulic  release  that  Is 
stored  for  a  period  of  more  than  24 
months  must  be  inspected  amd  tested  by 
an  employee  of  a  repair  or  test  facility, 


accepted  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ment  contained  in  S  160.062-7  or  §  160.- 
062-8,  as  follows; 

(i)  The  device  must  be  manually  op¬ 
erated  to  determine  if  it  releases. 

(il)  If  the  device  releases,  it  must  pass 
the  submergence  test  contained  in  para¬ 
graph  (c)  (2)  (i)  of  this  section,  at  a 
depth  between  5  feet  and  15  feet  and  be 
marked  as  required  in  paragraph  (f )  (5) 
of  this  section. 

(iii)  If  the  device  fails  to  release  or 
fails  to  pass  the  submergence  test  re¬ 
quired  in  paragraph  (f )  (3)  (ii)  of  this 
section,  ttie  device  must  be  disassembled, 
repaired,  and  tested  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  contained  in  para¬ 
graph  (f )  (4)  of  this  paragraph. 

(4)  Disassembly  and  repair  tests.  If 
a  hydraulic  release  fails  the  test  con¬ 
tained  in  paragraph  (f)  (3)  (iii)  of  this 
section,  it  must  be  disassembled  and  re¬ 
paired  by  the  manufacturer  or  a  repair 
facility  accepted  in  accord  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  contained  in  S  160.062-7  and 
be  tested  as  follows: 

(i)  A  production  lot  must  be  formed 
(x>nsisting  of  12  or  more  but  not  exceed¬ 
ing  100  devices. 

(ii)  In  the  presence  of  a  marine  in¬ 
spector,  the  device  must  pass  the  sub¬ 
mergence  test  contained  in  paragr£«)h 
(c)  (2)  (i)  of  this  section  at  a  depth  be¬ 
tween  5  feet  and  15  feet. 

(iii)  Any  device  that  fails  must  be — 

(A)  Repaired; 

(B)  Placed  in  a  subsequent  lot;  and 

(C)  Sulnnitted  to  the  submergence  test 
contained  in  paragraph  (c)  (2)  (1)  of  this 
section  at  a  depth  between  5  feet  and  15 
feet. 

(5)  Marking  of  devices.  If  a  hydraulic 
release  passes  the  submergence  test  re¬ 
quired  in  paragraph  (c)  (2)  (i)  of  this 
section  at  a  depth  between  5  feet  and  15 
feet  the  marine  inspector  stamps  the 
inspection  tag  with — 

(i)  The  test  date; 

(U)  His  initials:  and 
(iii)  The  letters  “USCG”. 

3.  By  revising  §  160.062-6  (b)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  160.062—6  Procedure  for  approval. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  Manufacturer’s  drawings  and 
specifications.  The  manufacturer  must 
submit  to  the  Commander  of  the  Coast 
Guard  District  In  which  a  proposed  hy¬ 
draulic  release  is  to  be  manufacture, 
four  copies  of  the — 

(1)  Detaiie  part  and  assembly  draw¬ 
ings  of  the  propose  device;  and 

(2)  Specifications  of  the  propose 
device. 

•  •  •  •  • 

4.  By  adding  §§  160.062-7  and  160.- 
062-8  to  follow  S  160.062-6  and  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  160.062—7  Procedures  for  acceptance 
of  repair  facility. 

(a)  Before  a  rei>air  facility  is  accepted 
by  the  Commandant  to  perform  the 
services  require  in  §  160.062-4(f),  it 
must  be  inspecte  by  the  cognizant  Of¬ 
ficer  in  Charge.  Marine  Inspection,  to 
determine  if  it  has — 


(1)  The  testing  apparatus  to  perform 
all  the  teste  require  in  §  160.062-4; 

(2)  A  source  of  supply  of  replacement 
parte  for  a  hydraulic  release,  evidence 
by  a  signe  agreement  between  the  fa¬ 
cility  and  his  source  of  supply,  or  the 
parts  for  it;  all  replacement  parte  must 
be  in  compliance  with  applicable  speci¬ 
fications  and  standards  contained  in 
S  160.062-1;  and 

(3)  Employees  competent  to  perform 
the  services  required  in  this  paragraph. 
Each  employee  who  is  engaged  in  serv¬ 
ing  a  hydraulic  release  must  demon¬ 
strate  his  competence  to  the  Of&cer  in 
Charge,  Marine  Inspection  by — 

(i)  Disassembling  a  hydraulic  release; 

(ii)  Making  all  necessary  repairs  to 
the  disassembled  unit; 

(iii)  Reassembling  the  unit  in  con¬ 
formance  with  the  specifications  and 
standards  contained  in  §  160.062-1  (a) ; 
and 

(iv)  Showing  that  the  reassembled 
unit  meets  the  buoyant  capacity  and  re¬ 
lease  depth  requirements  contained  in 
§  160.062-3  (b)  and  (c)  after  being  in¬ 
spected  and  tested  in  conformance  with 
the  requirements  contained  in  §  160.062- 
4(f). 

(b)  Based  on  the  report  of  the  OfQ- 
cer  in  Charge,  Marine  Inspection,  re¬ 
garding  the  inspection  required  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  the  Com¬ 
mandant  iK>tifies  the  facility  that — 

(1)  It  is  an  accepted  repair  facility  for 
the  reconditioning  and  testing  of  hy¬ 
draulic  releases-;  or 

(2)  It  is  not  accepted  as  a  repair  facil¬ 
ity,  lists  each  discrepancy  noted  by  the 
Officer  in  Charge,  Marine  Inspection, 
and  describes  the  procedure  for  relnspec- 
tlon  if  applicable  corrections  are  made. 

§  160.062—8  Procedures  for  acceptance 
of  testing  facility. 

(a)  The  Commandant  may  consider 
the  acceptance  of  a  facility  that  con¬ 
ducts  only  the  submergence  test  con¬ 
tained  in  §  160.062-4(c)  (2)  (i).  Before  a 
facility  is  accepted  by  the  Commandant 
to  conduct  this  test,  it  must  be  inspected 
by  the  cognizant  Officer  in  Charge,  Ma¬ 
rine  Inspection,  to  determine  if  it  has — 

(1) .  The  testing  apparatus  to  perform 
the  test  required  in  S  160.062-4 (c)  (2)  (i) ; 
and 

(2)  Employees  competent  to  perform 
the  test  required  in  §  160.062-4{c)  (2)  (i). 
Each  employee  who  is  engaged  in  test¬ 
ing  a  device  must  demonstrate  his  com¬ 
petence  to  the  Officer  in  Charge,  Marine 
Inspection  by  conducting  a  submergence 
test. 

(b)  Based  on  the  report  of  the  Officer 
In  Charge,  Marine  Inspection,  regarding 
the  inspection  required  in  paragraph 
(a)  -of  this  section,  the  Commandant 
notifies  each  applicant,  in  accordance 
with  the  procedures  described  in 
§  160.062-7(b) ,  whether  or  not  it  is  an 
accepted  testing  facility. 

(R.S.  4400,  as  amended,  R.S.  4491,  as  amended, 
sec.  3,  70  Stat.  152;  sec.  6(b)  (1) ,  80  Stat.  937 
(46  U.S.C.  481,  489,  390b;  49  UJS.C.  1655(b) 
(1));  49  CFR  1.46(b) ). 

[PR  Doc.  76-2671  FUed  1-29-76:8:46  am] 
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Title  47 — ^Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

IPCC  76-291 

PART  0— COMMISSION  ORGANIZATION 
Authority  Delegations 
In  the  matter  of  Amendment  of  Part 
0  of  the  Commission’s  rules — Commis¬ 
sion  Organization — ^with  respect  to  dele¬ 
gations  of  authority  to  the  Chief,  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services  Bureau. 

1.  liie  Commission  has  completed  a 
review  of  the  delegations  of  authority  to 
the  Chief,  Safety  and  Special  Radio 
Services  Bureau,  and  has  decided  that 
the  public  interest  would  be  served  by 
eliminating  the  lengthy  recitation  of 
specific  delegations  of  authority  present¬ 
ly  aw>earing  in  §§  0.331  and  0.332  of  the 
i^es,  and  in  lieu  thereof  to  make  the 
delegations  in  terms  of  those  matters  to 
be  referred  to  the  Commission  en  'banc. 
All  other  matters  will  be  disposed  of  at 
staff  level  in  accordance  with  established 
policy  and  precedent  unless,  in  the  opin¬ 
ion  of  the  staff,  a  particular  matter  war¬ 
rants  referral  to  the  Commission. 

2.  The  internal  handling  of  petitions 
for  reconsideration  and  applications  for 
review  will  not  vary  from  past  practice. 
Specifically,  petitions  for  reconsidera¬ 
tion  filed  imder  section  405  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  will  continue  to  be  acted 
on  by  the  Commission  en  banc  or  by  the 
“designated  authority”  within  the  Com¬ 
mission,  depending  upon  the  circum¬ 
stances  of  the  case,  whereas  all  properly 
filed  applications  for  review  will,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  5(d)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act,  continue  to  be  referred 
to  the  Commission  en  banc.  Persons  ag¬ 
grieved  by  actions  taken  at  any  level 
within  the  Commission  are  thus  assured 
that  their  right  of  access  to  the  full  Com¬ 
mission  is  in  no  way  affected  by  the 
ordered  changes. 

3.  The  restatement  of  specific  delega¬ 
tions  of  authority  herein  ordered  re¬ 
quires  that  the  working  relationships  of 
the  Safety  smd  Special  Radio  Services 
Bureau  with  other  bureaus  and  staff  of¬ 
fices  be  defined  as  to  Joint  areas  of  re- 

;  sponsibility.  Section  0.332  has  been 
E  amended  for  this  purpose. 

I  4.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  this 
Order  is  contained  in  section  5(d)  of  the 
Commiinications  Act  of  1934,  as  amend¬ 
ed.  Since  it  relates  to  internal  Commis- 
[  Sion  management,  practice,  and  proce- 
I  dure,  and  because  the  early  implementa- 
i  tion  of  these  changes  will  expedite  the 
I  transaction  of  public  business,  compU- 

•  ance  with  the  notice  and  effective  date 
I  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553  is  not  required. 
I  5.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  ef- 

I  fective  January  30,  1975,  §S  0.331,  0.332, 
>  and  0.337  of  the  rules  are  amended,  in  the 
f  manner  set  forth  in  the  Appendix. 

(Secs.  4,  6,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 
1068,  1082;  47  UA.C.  154,  165,  803) 

!  Adopted:  January  15, 1975. 

I 

f  Released :  January  23, 1975. 

Federal  ComnmicATiOMS 

COMMISSlOlf, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 


Part  0  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  47  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

1.  Section  0.331  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  0.331  Authority  ddcgatcd. 

The  performance  of  functions  and  ac¬ 
tivities  described  in  §  0.131  of  this  part 
is  delegated  to  the  Chief,  Safety  and 
Special  Radio  Services  Bureau,  pro¬ 
vided  that  • 

(a)  The  following  matters  shall  be  re¬ 
ferred  by  the  Chief,  Safety  and  Special 
Radio  Services  Bureau  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  en  banc  tor  disposition: 

(1)  Notices  of  proF>o®ed  rulemaking 
and  of  Inquiry  and  final  orders  in  rule- 
making  proceedings,  inquiry  proceed¬ 
ings,  and  non-editorial  orders  making 
rule  changes.  (See  §  0.231(d)). 

(2)  Petitions  for  review  of  actions 
taken  pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 
(See  §  1.115  of  this  Chapter.) 

(3)  Petitions  and  other  requests  for 
waivers  of  Commission  rules,  whether  or 
not  accompanied  by  an  application, 
when  such  petitions  or  requests  contain 
new  or  noval  ai'guments  not  previously 
considered  by  the  CMiimission,  or  pre¬ 
sent  facts  or  argiunents  which  appear  to 
justify  a  change  in  Commission  policy. 

(4)  Petitions  and  other  requests  for 
declaratory  rulings,  when  such  petitions 
or  requests  contain  new  or  novel  argu¬ 
ments  not  previously  considered  by  the 
Commission,  or  present  facts  or  argu¬ 
ments  which  appear  to  justify  a  change 
in  Commission  policy. 

(5)  Any  other  petition,  pleading,  or 
request  presenting  new  or  novel  ques¬ 
tions  of  fact,  law,  or  policy  which  can¬ 
not  be  resolved  imder  outstanding  prece¬ 
dents  and  guidelines. 

(6)  Proposed  public  notices  expressing 
new  or  novel  Commission  policy,  inter¬ 
preting  the  provisions  of  law,  regula¬ 
tions,  or  treaties,  or  warning  licensees 
in  the  Safety  and  Special  Radio  Services 
as  to  certain  types  of  violations. 

(7)  Proposed  U.3.  positions  to  be 
transmitted  to  the  Department  of  State 
for  international  meetings  of  telecom¬ 
munications  entities. 

(8)  Any  other  complaint  or  enforce¬ 
ment  matter  presenting  new  or  novel 
questions  of  fact,  law,  or  policy  which 
cannot  be  resolved  under  outstanding 
precedents  and  guidelines. 

(b)  Rulings  and  orders  concerning 
matters  in  a  hearing  status  shall  not  be 
made  by  the  Chief,  Safety  and  Special 
Radio  Services  Bureau. 

2.  Section  0.332  and  headnote  are  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  0.332  Actions  taken  under  delegated 
authority. 

In  discharging  the  authority  conferred 
by  §  0.331,  the  Chief,  Safety  and  Spe¬ 
cial  Radio  Services  Bureau,  shall  estab¬ 
lish  working  relationships  with  other  bu¬ 
reaus  and  staff  offices  to  assure  the  effec¬ 
tive  coordination  of  actions  taken  in  the 
follovdng  areas  of  joint  responsibility: 

(a)  Complaints  arising  under  section 
605  of  the  Communications  Act— Office  of 
General  Counsel. 

(b)  Matters  involving  international 
coordination.  World  Administrative  Ra¬ 


dio  Conferences,  U.S.  positions  and  prep¬ 
aration  for  international  meetings  of 
telecommimications  entities — Office  hav¬ 
ing  primary  responsibility  for  the  matter. 

(c)  Requests  for  waiver  or  refund  of 
filing  fee— Office  of  Executive  Director 
and  Office  of  General  Counsel. 

(d)  Requests  for  waiver  of  tower 
painting  and  lighting  specifications — 
Field  Operations  Bureau. 

(e)  Matters  involving  emergency  com¬ 
munications — Office  of  Executive  Di¬ 
rector. 

(f)  Complaints  Involving  equal  em¬ 
ployment  opportunities — Office  of  Gen¬ 
eral  CounseL 

(g)  Requests  for  use  of  frequencies  or 
bands  of  frequencies  shared  with  broad¬ 
cast,  common  carrier,  or  government 
services — Office  of  Chief  Engineer  and 
appropriate  operating  bureau. 

(h)  Requests  involving  coordination 
with  other  Federal  or  state  agencies  or 
foreign  government  when  appropriate — 
Office  of  General  Counsel,  Office  of  Chief 
Engineer  or  operating  bureau. 

(i)  Proposals  involving  transmitter 
sites  on  public  lands  owned  or  controlled 
by  the  Departments  of  Agriculture  or 
Interior — Office  of  Chief  Engineer. 

( j )  Proposals  involving  possible  harm¬ 
ful  impact  on  radio  astronomy  or  radio 
research  installations — Office  of  C^ef 
Engineer. 

§  0.377  [Amended] 

3.  In  S  0.337  reference  to  i  0.332  Is  de¬ 
leted. 

[FR  Doc.75-2788  PUed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


(PCO  75-56;  Docket  No.  19771]> 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 
FM  Broadcast  Table  of  Assignments,  S.C. 

In  the  matter  of  Amendment  of 
S  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Cheraw  and  Flor¬ 
ence,  S.C.)  Docket  No.  19771,  RM-1992, 
RM-2212. 

1.  Before  the  Commission  for  consider¬ 
ation  herein  are  confiicting  proposals  for 
amendment  of  the  FM  Table  of  Assign¬ 
ments  as  concerns  Cheraw  and  Florence, 
South  Carolina. 

2.  The  Cheraw  proposal,  upon  which 
comments  were  invited  in  the  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  and  order  to  show 
cause,  adopted  June  13  and  released 
June  18, 1973,  herein  (FCC  73-641,  38  FR 
16660)  in  response  to  a  petition  (RM- 
1992)  of  Town  &  Country  Radio,  Inc. 
(Town  &  Country),  licensee  of  the  day¬ 
time-only  AM  station  (WCRE)  at 
Cheraw,  would  assign  FM  Channel  276A 
to  Cheraw  as  a  first  FM  assignment  and 
nighttime  local  aural  broadcast  service 
by  substituting  Channel  292A  for  Chan¬ 
nel  276A  at  Florence*,  as  follows: 


1  The  deletion  of  Channel  276A  from  Flor¬ 
ence  would  be  required  to  permit  the  pro¬ 
posed  Cheraw  Channel  276A  assignment 
since,  with  Cheraw  and  Florence  located  only 
about  30  mUes  apart,  Channel  276A  could  not 
be  assigned  and  used  in  both  communities  in 
accordance  with  the  6S-mUe  minimum  mile¬ 
age  separation  requirements  for  Class  A 
stations. 
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(Channel  No. 

Pnaent 

Proposed 

376A 

Floraoe^  8.C  _ _ 

27&A,aBAA 

286A,2m. 

Since  the  Florence  Channel  276A  as¬ 
signment  is  occupied  by  Station  WSTN, 
the  Notice  also  ordered  the  station’s  li¬ 
censee,  Atlantic  Broadcasting  Company 
(Atlantic),  to  show  cause  why  its  Ucmse 
therefor  should  not  be  modified  to  change 
Station  WSTN’s  operating  frequency 
from  Channel  276A  to  Channel  292A  as 
this  proposal  would  require. 

3.  The  confiicting  Florence  proposal, 
advanced  in  a  petition  for  rule  making 
(RM-2212)  filed  on  June  12, 1973,  by  For- 
jay  Broadcasting  Ccxporation  (Forjay), 
licensee  of  AM  Station  WYNN,  a  day¬ 
time-only  operatiim  at  Florence,  would 
assign  Channel  292A  to  Florence  as  a 
third  FM  assignment  for  a  second  local 
FM  service  *  and  a  fifth  (fourth  full  time) 
local  aural  broadcast  service  without  any 
change  in  existing  assignments.  By  Pub¬ 
lic  Notice,  Report  No.  870,  released  June 
25.  1973,  interested  parties  were  advised 
that  the  Forjay  petiti<m  was  being  con¬ 
solidated  into  this  proceeding  and  that 
its  Channel  292A  proposal  for  Florence 
would  be  treated  as  a  coimterproposal 
herein. 

4.  Comments  and  reply  comments  sup¬ 
porting  their  respective  FM  proposals  for 
Cheraw  and  Florence  were  received  from 
the  proponents.  Town  &  Cotmtry  (Che¬ 
raw)  and  Forjay  (Florence).  Comments 
and  reply  comments  opposing  both  pro¬ 
posals  were  filed  by  Atlantic,  the  Florence 
FM  Channel  276A  licensee  (WSTN). 
Comments  opposing  the  Cheraw  prop>osal 
were  also  received  from  Carolina  Broad¬ 
casting  Company  ((Carolina) .  licensee  of 
Station  WSOC-FM  (Channel  279) ,  Char¬ 
lotte,  North  (Carolina,  and  from  Seacoast 
Broadcasting  Corporation  (Seacoast) , 
licensee  of  FM  Station  WSHG  (Channel 
292 A) ,  Georgetown,  South  C^olina.  Let¬ 
ters  in  opposition  to  the  Cheraw  proposal 
were  also  received  from  the  mayors  of  the 
communities  of  Hemingway,  Kingstree, 
Andrews,  and  Johnsville,  all  In  South 
Carolina.  They,  as  well  as  Seacoast,  op¬ 
pose  the  Cheraw  propKJsal  basically  be¬ 
cause  It  would  require  the  assignment  of 
Channel  292A  to  Florence  (in  place  of 
Chaimel  276A).  Since  the  alternative 
Forjay  proposal  would  also-assign  Chan¬ 
nel  292A  to  Florence,  thir  opposing  argu¬ 
ments  is  relevant  to  that  proposal  also. 


•While  Florence  has  two  PM  channels  as¬ 
signed — Channels  276A  and  288A — and  both 
channeLs  are  occupied,  only  Channel  276A  la 
occupied  by  a  Florence  station  (WSTN). 
Channel  288A  is  used  by  Station  WDAR-FM 
at  Darlington.  South  Carolina,  a  community 
located  approximately  10  miles  northwest  of 
Florence,  In  accordance  with  J  73.203(b)  of 
the  rules  which  permits  an  FM  Class  A  as¬ 
signment  to  be  used  in  a  commuiUty  lot  listed 
in  the  FM  Table  of  Asslgnnaeats  (Darltngtaa) 
when  the  Class  A  channel  requested  is  as¬ 
signed  to  a  listed  community  within  ten 
miles  of  the  unlisted  community  (as  Flor¬ 
ence  is  with  respect  to  Darlington). 


5.  After  the  time  for  public  comment 
on  these  proposals  expired  (August  6. 
1973)  *,  on  August  10,  1973,  Town  A 
CTountry  tendered  an  “Answer”  to  the 
Atlantic  reply  comments,  together  with 
a  petition  for  leave  to  file  it.  On  August 
13,  1973,  Seacoast  also  tendered  a  “Re- 
spcmse”  to  the  reply  comments  of  Atlan¬ 
tic  and  Town  &  Country.  Its  ideading, 
however,  was  not  accompanied  by  either 
a  request  for  its  acceptance  or  a  showing 
of  justification  for  its  late  submission. 

6.  Our  rules  provide  for  the  participa¬ 
tion  of  interested  parties  In  rule  making 
proceedings  such  as  this  normally  only 
by  the  submission  of  comments  and  reply 
comments.  The  filing  of  additional  com¬ 
ments  is  specifically  prohibited  by  S  1.415 
(d)  of  the  rules  unless  specifically  re- 
(luested  or  authorized  by  the  Commission. 
Also,  as  we  have  repeatedly  stated  In  FM 
proceedings,  we  are  opposed  to  reopening 
them  to  the  receipt  of  imtimely  com¬ 
ments  and  pleadings,  absent  a  strong 
showing  of  justification,  not  only  in  fair¬ 
ness  to  all  parties  filing  time^  comments 
but  because,  considering  the  substantial 
backlog  of  FM  assignment  cases  existing, 
it  is  particularly  disruptive  to  the  order¬ 
ly  administration  and  dispatch  of  the 
Commission’s  business.  In  view  thereof, 
we  are  not  accepting  Seacoast’s  tendered 
unauthorized  late  pleading  since  it  was 
not  accompanied  by  any  showing  which 
would  constitute  justifiable  reasons  for 
its  acceptance  despite  its  lateness,  and 
we  do  not  find  that  it  contains  any  sig¬ 
nificant  or  relevant  new  matter  or  argu¬ 
ment  needed  in  reaching  a  decision  with 
respect  to  the  proposals  before  us.  We 
are,  however,  accepting  the  Town  & 
Country  late  filing  for  consideration 
which  is  accompanied  by  a  request  and  a 
showing  of  justification  therefor  which 
we  find  convincing.  Its  “Answer’’  to 
Atlantic’s  reply  ccmunents  furnishes  re¬ 
vised  coverage  data  which  takes  into  ac¬ 
count  ground  conductivity  data  which 
Atlantic  in  its  reply  comments  claimed 
it  should  have  used  for  accuracy  in  mak¬ 
ing  its  computations  of  existing  service 
to  CTheraw.  Since  Atlantic  did  not  supply 
a  coverage  showing  based  thereon  In  its 
reply  comments  (filed  August  6,  1973, 
the  last  day  for  filing  reply  comments) 
and  it  is  useful  in  evaluating  the  CTheraw 
proposal,  we  feel  that  Town  &  Country 
was  justified  in  supplying  It. 

Cheraw  Channel  276A  Proposal 

7.  Cheraw  has  a  population  of  5,267,* 
Is  the  seat  and  largest  community  In 
Chesterfield  County  (population  33,667), 
and  is  located  in  the  northeastern  sec¬ 
tion  of  South  Carolina,  about  30  miles 
north  of  Florence  and  about  60  miles 
southeast  of  Charlotte,  North  Carolina. 
Town  &  Country’s  daytime-only  AM  sta¬ 
tion  (WCRE)  at  Cheraw  is  the  only 
aural  broadcast  station  in  operation  In 
Chesterfield  County,  and  no  FM  chan- 


*The  due  date  specified  in  the  Notice  for 
comments  was  July  26,  1973,  and  for  reply 
comments,  August  6.  1973. 

*  Population  figures  cited  are  from  the  1970 
ITJS.  Census  unless  otherwise  indicated. 


nels  are  assigned  therein.  A  first  FM  as¬ 
signment  at  Cheraw  would  provide  a 
first  local  FM  and  nighttime  aural 
broadcast  service  at  Cheraw  and  in 
Chesterfield  Coimty,  for  which,  based 
upon  Town  L  Coimtry’s  present  and 
prior  showing  containing  demographic 
data  on  Cheraw,  which  it  Incorporated 
by  reference  in  its  comments  herein  and 
which  has  been  adequately  discussed  in 
the  Notice,  there  appears  to  be  a  need 
and  demand.  It  also  appears  from 
Town  A  Country’s  present  showing  that, 
based  on  Its  coverage  study  for  a  Cheraw 
Channel  276A  FM  station  using  Roanoke 
Raplds-Goldsboro,  N.C.,  criteria  •  for  de¬ 
termining  service  to  unserved  and  under- 
served  areas,  as  requested  in  the  Notice, 
that  while  a  Cheraw  FM  station  would 
not  provide  a  first  FM  or  aural  broad¬ 
cast  service  to  any  areas  or  population. 
It  would  provide  a  second  FM  service  to 
an  area  of  212  square  miles  containing 
16,982  persons  and  a  second  aural  broad¬ 
cast  service  to  an  area  of  168  square 
miles  with  13,659  persons.* 

8.  Since  there  is  no  FM  channel  avail¬ 
able  which  could  be  assigned  to  Cheraw 
without  changing  or  deleting  existing  as¬ 
signments  of  other  ctmununities  Town  A 
Coimtry  urges  that  its  proposal  to  assign 
Chaimel  276A  to  Cheraw  by  substitut¬ 
ing  Channel  292A  for  Chaimel  276A  at 
Florence,  occupied  by  Station  WSTN,  is 
a  technically  feasible  means  of  provid¬ 
ing  Cheraw  with  a  first  assignment  with 
the  least  disturbance  to  existing  assign¬ 
ments  and  stations.  Its  showing  demon¬ 
strates  that  Channel  276A  would  meet 
technical  requirements  fcH-  assignm^t 
and  use  at  Cheraw  if  deleted  from  Flor¬ 
ence  and  used  for  a  Cheraw  station  at 
least  3.5  miles  southeast  of  Cheraw  to 
meet  the  65-mile  reqiiired  minimum 
separation  from  Station  WSOC-FM,  op¬ 
erating  on  diaimel  279  at  Charlotte, 
North  Carolina,  and  that  Cfiiannel  292A 
would  also  be  a  technicadly  satisfactory 
replacement  for  Chaimel  292A  at  Flor¬ 
ence  and  require  no  changes  in  exLstlng 
assignments.  In  Its  (ximments.  Town  A 


■  0  F.C.C.  2d  672  (1667). 

*  These  sural  coverage  figures  are  shown  In 
Town  ft  Country’s  additional  coverage  show¬ 
ing  acoompanylng  Its  "Answer”  to  Atlantic’s 
reply  conunents  and  are  reduced  and  cor¬ 
rected  from  those  shown  In  the  coverage 
showing  acoompanylng  Its  comments  to  take 
Into  accoimt  the  nighttime  coverage  of  AM 
Station  WBT,  Charlotte.  North  Carolina, 
based  on  the  latest  available  field  Intensity 
measurements  for  the  station  which  It  had 
not  used  In  making  Its  computations  of 
aural  service  from  a  Cheraw  station  In  the 
coverage  showing  In  its  comments  and  which 
provided  a  basis  for  Atlantic  to  charge  in  Its 
reply  comments  that  Town  ft  Country’s  cov¬ 
erage  showing  In  its  comments  was  for  that 
reason  Inaccurate.  While  taking  the  later 
ground  conductivity  data  for  Staticm  WBT 
Into  accoimt  would  change  the  computed 
amount  of  aural  service  from  a  Cheraw  FM 
station  to  unserved  and  underserved  areas, 
as  recognized  and  shown  by  Town  ft  Country 
in  Its  “Answer”  to  the  Atlantic  reply  com¬ 
ments,  It  would  not  change  those  fig^ures  aa 
to  FM  service  from  a  Cfiieraw  FM  station 
shown  In  the  Town  ft  Coimtry  coverage 
Showing  In  its  oommenta. 
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Country  affirms  Its  intention  to  apply 
for  Channel  276A  at  Cheraw  if  it  is  as¬ 
signed  there  and  that,  should  it  be  the 
successful  applicant  for  the  channel,  it 
would  be  agreeable  to  reimbursing  At¬ 
lantic,  Station  WSTN’s  licensee,  for  all 
reasonable  costs  incurred  in  the  required 
changeover  of  Station  WSTN’s  operating 
frequency  from  Channel  276A  to  Chan¬ 
nel  292A. 

Florenck  Channel  2 92 A  Proposal 

9.  Florence  has  a  population  of  25,997, 

Is  the  largest  community  in  Florence 
County  (population,  89,636),  and  is  also 
located  in  the  northeastern  section  of 
South  Carolina,  about  30  miles  south  of 
Cheraw  and  about  60  miles  northwest  of 
Myrtle  Beach  on  the  South  Carolina  At¬ 
lantic  Coast.  Existing  aural  broadcast 
stations  at  Florence  are  three  AM  sta¬ 
tions,  two  of  which  are  fulltime  opera¬ 
tions  (WJMX  and  WOLS)  and  one  a 
daytime-only  operation  (WYNN) ,  li¬ 
censed  to  For  jay,  the  proponent  of  ttxe 
Florence  Channel  292A  proposal  herein, 
and  one  FM  station  (WSTN),  licensed 
to  Atlantic,  which  now  operates  on 
Channel  276 A  but  would  be  required  to 
change  to  operation  on  (Channel  292A 
by  Town  &  Country’s  Cheraw  (Channel 
276A  proposal.  As  mentioned  in  footnote 
2,  supra,  in  addition  to  (Channel  276A, 
Channel  288A  is  also  assigned  to  Flor¬ 
ence  but  is  occupied  by  Station  WDAR- 
FM  at  Darlington,  South  Carolina  (pop¬ 
ulation,  6,990) ,  located  approximately  10 
miles  northwest  of  Florence. 

10.  Forjay  states  tliat  it  seeks  the  as¬ 
signment  of  Channel  292A  to  Florence 
in  order  to  provide  Florence  with  a  new 
and  second  local  FM  outlet,  and,  more 
specifically,  for  a  seiwice  to  implement 
and  expand  upon  that  of  its  daytime-only 
AM  station  (WYNN)  to  the  black  popula¬ 
tion  of  Florence  so  that  this  group  which 
numbered  32,659  persons  and  36.43  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  population  of  Florence 
in  1970  (U.S.  Census) ,  would  have  a  first 
nighttime  local  aural  broadcast  service.’ 
Its  petition  and  comments  furnish  data 
concerning  Florence  and  Florence 
County  which  indicate  that  both  have 
been  steadily  growing,  with  Florence  ex¬ 
periencing  a  5.2  percent  (from  24,722  to 
25,977  persons)  growth  and  Florence 
County  experiencing  a  6.2  percent  (from 
84,438  to  89,636)  growth  over  the  1960- 
1970  period;  that,  due  to  a  number  of 
factors,  such  as  Florence’s  location,  tem¬ 
perate  climate,  transportation  facilities 
for  motor,  rail  and  air  service,  its  hard 
goods  and  service  related  Industries,  as 


’With  respect  to  Forjay’s  argument  con¬ 
cerning  this  particular  programming  need 
at  Florence  and  Its  particular  programming 
objectives  should  Its  'proposal  be  adopted 
and  It  be  the  successful  applicant  for  the 
FM  channel  assigned.  It  should  be  noted 
that  these  are  considerations  which  are  rele¬ 
vant  to  applications  and  not  to  whether  a 
channel  assignment  should  be  made.  Should 
a  channel  assignment  be  made  to  Florence 
for  an  additional  FM  service,  It  would  be 
available  for  any  applicant  who  Is  qualified. 
As  concerns  programming  generally,  an  ap¬ 
plicant  would  have  to  conform  to  the  Primer 
on  Ascertainment  of  Community  Problems, 
27  P.C.C.  2d  650  (1971). 


well  as  its  schools,  hospitals,  churches 
and  recreational  facilities,  the  prospects 
for  future  growth  of  this  area  appear 
promising;  and  that,  as  Forjay  claims, 
a  second  local  FM  service  would  hold 
benefits  for  the  area  and  serve  the  need 
of  Florence’s  organizations  and  activities 
for  more  broadcast  exposure. 

11.  The  Forjay  showing  also  indicates 
that  Channel  292A  is  technically  feasi¬ 
ble  as  a  “drop-in”  assignment  to  Flor¬ 
ence  in  full  conformity  with  all  spacing 
and  other  technical  requirements  of  the 
rules  (provided  that  the  conflicting 
Cheraw  Channel  276A  proposal,  requir¬ 
ing  the  substitution  of  Channel  292A  for 
Channel  276A  at  Florence,  is  rejected) 
and  that  the  assignment  can  be  made 
without  adverse  preclusionary  effect 
upon  new  assignments  elsewhere.  Forjay 
did  not  furnish  a  Roanoke  Rapids-Golds- 
boro,  N.C.,  coverage  showing  for  its  Flor¬ 
ence  Channel  292A  assignment  proposal. 
However,  staff  study  indicates  that  the 
prop(feed  additional  FM  assignment  at 
Florence  would  provide  no  area  with  a 
first  FM  or  aural  broadcast  service  but 
would  provide  a  second  FM  service  to  a 
roughly  estimated  population  of  2,000 
persons. 

Objections  Raised  to  Proposals 

12.  A  principal  objection  raised  to  these 
conflicting  Cheraw  and  Florence  FM  as¬ 
signment  proposals  by  Atlantic,  the  Flor¬ 
ence  Channel  276A  licensee,  and  by  Sea- 
coast,  the  (jeorgetown  Channel  292A 
licensee,  as  well  as  by  the  mayors  of 
Andrews,  Hemingway,  Klngstree  and 
Johnsville  in  their  letters,  lies  in  the  fact 
that  botti  proposals  would  assign  Chan¬ 
nel  292A  to  Florence.  ’They  oppose  a 
Florence  Channel  292A  jissignment  be¬ 
cause  of  concern  that  co-channel  inter¬ 
ference  between  Florence  and  George¬ 
town  Channel  292A  stations  would  cause 
a  loss  of  existing  service  from  Station 
WSHG  at  Georgetown  and  from  Station 
WS’TN  at  Florence  if  it  were  to  operate 
on  Channel  292A  Instead  of  Channel 
2 76 A  to  rural  areas  and  communities, 
such  as  Andrews,  Hemingway,  Kingstree 
and  Johnsville,  located  between  the  sta¬ 
tions  and  beyond  their  1  mV/m  contours. 
While  urging  denial  of  both  the  Cheraw 
and  Florence  proposals  for  this,  as  well 
as  other  reasons,  Atlantic  also  urges  that 
if  Cfiiannel  292A  is  to  be  assigned  to 
Florence  it  be  assigned  as  an  additional 
assignment  rather  than  as  a  replacement 
for  Cfiiannel  276A  so  that  the  communi¬ 
ties  and  people  residing  in  the  co-chan¬ 
nel  292A  interference  area  that  would  be 
created  by  a  Florence  Channel  292A  as¬ 
signment  would  not  lose  existing  Chan¬ 
nel  276A  service  from  Station  WS’TN  as 
well  as  the  Channel  292A  service  they 
receive  from  Station  WSHG  at  George¬ 
town. 

13.  FM  Class  A  channels  and  stations 
are  assigned  on  the  basis  of  minimum 
mileage  separation  requirements  which 
are  considered  adequate  protection  from 
Interference  for  stations  to  provide  serv¬ 
ice  (1  mV/m)  normally  within  areas  15 
miles  from  the  station.  Both  Station 
WSHG  at  Georgetown  and  a  co-chan¬ 
nel  station  on  Channel  292A  at  Florence 
would  have  the  built-in  interference  pro¬ 


tection  to  their  service  areas  which  the 
spacing  requirements  of  our  rules  and 
policies  afford  all  stations  of  this  class. 
While,  in  the  absence  of  interference. 
Class  A  stations  may  provide  an  ade¬ 
quate  signal  for  service  in  rural  areas 
beyond  their  1  mV/m  service  contour  but 
within  their  50  uV/m  service  contours,  as 
it  is  claimed  Station  WSHG  and  Station 
WS’TN  now  do,  the  spacing  we  require 
between  stations  in  most  cases  subject 
such  signals  to  interference  and  limit 
stations  to  signals  closer  to  the  1  mV/m 
contour.  In  any  case,  the  mileage  spacing 
standard  of  our  rules  provides  the  only 
standard  of  protection  from  interference 
to  existing  stations. 

14.  We,  of  course,  acknowledge  the 
probability  that  co-channel  interference 
from  Channel  292A  stations  at  both  Flor¬ 
ence  and  Georgetown  would  limit  their 
signals  closer  to  their  1  mV/m  contours 
and  possibly  impair  their  signals  in  and 
aroimd  Hemingway,  Klingstree  and 
Johnsville  since  these  communities  are 
all  well  beyond  the  1  mV/m  service  con¬ 
tour  (15  miles)  of  Station  WSHG  at 
Georgetown  and  of  Station  WS’TN  at 
Florence  and  would  be  also  of  a  Florence 
Channel  292A  station  at  other  than  the 
WSTN  site.®  However,  as  we  have  stated 
before*,  while  loss  of  existing  service  is 
one  of  the  factors  to  be  taken  into  ac- 
coimt  in  acting  on  FM  assignment  pro¬ 
posals  in  these  proceedings,  we  are  of  the 
view  that  such  loss  beyond  the  normally 
protected  distance  assured  by  spacing 
requirements  should  not  stand  in  the  way 
of  a  desirable  assignment  which  can  be 
made  in  conformity  with  all  applicable 
rules  and  policies.  We  believe  this  posi¬ 
tion  is  sound  and  in  the  overall  public  in¬ 
terest  since,  otherwise,  the  potential  of 
the  nationwide  FM  assignment  table  for 
meeting  the  needs  of  communities  and 
areas  for  outlets  and  service  with  the 
available  FM  channels  would  be  severely 
limited  and  our  goals  for  a  fair,  efficient, 
and  equitable  distribution  of  the  availa¬ 
ble  FM  channels  would  be  impossible  to 
achieve.  Nor,  on  the  basis  of  this  record, 
do  we  believe  that  there  is  any  public  In¬ 
terest  justification  for  departing  from 
this  position  and  concluding  that  the 
service  areas  of  Stations  WSTN  and 
WSHG  should  be  provided  with  a  greater 
degree  of  protection  from  interference 
than  the  service  areas  of  other  (mass  A 
stations  are  afforded  under  the  rules. 
Consequently,  we  are  of  the  view  that  the 
claims  of  loss  of  existing  service  beyond 
the  1  mV/m  contours  of  these  stations 
which  might  result  from  the  adoption  of 
either  of  the  conflicting  proposals  before 
us  for  a  first  local  PM  service  at  Cheraw 


*  since  Andrews  Is  only  some  16  miles  from 
Georgetown  (45  miles  from  Florence),  It 
should  continue  to  be  able  to  receive  Station 
WSHG  at  Georgetown  should  a  station  oper¬ 
ate  on  Channel  292A  at  Florence.  Heming¬ 
way,  Kingstree,  and  Johnsville  are  located 
some  37  miles,  28  mUes,  and  32  miles,  re¬ 
spectively,  from  Georgetown.  Johnsville  is 
located  approximately  32  miles,  and  Heming¬ 
way  and  Kingstree  approximately  35  miles, 
from  Florence. 

•Muncie,  Indiana,  32  F.C.C.  2d  839,  844 
(1967). 
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or  a  second  such  service  at  Florence  are 
not  a  decisive  reason  for  their  denial. 

15.  While  the  opposing  comments  leave 
the  impression  that  the  only  FM  service 
presently  available  to  the  niral  ares^ 
and  communities  in  the  probable  co¬ 
channel  292A  interference  area  in  ques¬ 
tion  should  Channel  2 92 A  be  assigned  to 
Florence  are  from  Station  WSHG  at 
Georgetown  and  Station  WSTN  at  Flor¬ 
ence,  this  does  not  appear  to  be  the  case. 
There  are  several  other  South  Carolina 
FM  stations  located  no  farther  from 
these  rural  areas  and  communities  than 
Stations  WSHG  and  WSTN.  It  would  ap¬ 
pear  tliat  they  should  also  provide  serv¬ 
ice  to  these  areas,  especially  since,  as 
Seacoast  informs,  these  areas  of  the 
state  are  relatively  flat  and  not  an  im¬ 
pediment  to  the  propagation  of  FM  sig¬ 
nals.  These  South  Carolina  stations  in¬ 
clude  Station  WINH-FM  (Channel 
249A),  Georgetown;  Station  WDKD- 
FM  (Channel  261A),  Kingstree;  Station 
WLAT-FM  (Channel  281),  Conway: 
Station  WTGR-FM  (Channel  269A), 
Myrtle  Beach;  Station  WTAP-FM 
(Channel  232 A),  Marion;  and  a  pros¬ 
pective  new  station  at  Mullins  (Channel 
296A),  for  which  a  construction  permit 
is  outstanding.*® 

16.  Objection  is  also  raised  to  a  Flor¬ 
ence  Channel  292A  assignment  by  Sea- 
coast  because  spacing  restrictions  would 
place  added  limitations  on  site  relocation 
possibilities  for  its  Georgetown  Channel 
292A  station  (WSHG)  which  it  claims 
will  be  necessary  in  the  very  near  fu¬ 
ture.  Atlantic  raises  the  same  objection 
to  operating  Station  WSTN  on  Channel 
292A  instead  of  Channel  276A  at  Flor¬ 
ence,  as  the  Cheraw  Channel  276A  pro¬ 
posal  would  require.  Carolina,  the  Char¬ 
lotte  Channel  279  licensee  (WSOC-FM) , 
likewise  claims  that  the  assignment  of 
CTiannel  276A  to  Cheraw  because  of  spac¬ 
ing  requirements  would  limit  its  flexi¬ 
bility  to  make  future  changes  in  the 
transmitter  site  of  Station  WSOC-FM 
which  it  anticipates  will  be  needed  to 
serve  the  growing  Charlotte  area  effec¬ 
tively. 

17.  We  grant  tliat  spacing  restrictions 
would  limit  the  area  of  choice  for  loca¬ 
tion  or  relocation  of  sites  of  Channel 
292A  stations  at  Florence  and  George¬ 
town  under  both  the  CJheraw  and  Flor¬ 
ence  proposals,  as  well  as  that  of  the 
Charlotte  Channel  279  station  and  a 
Cheraw  Channel  276A  station  imder  the 
Cheraw  Channel  276 A  prcHiosal.  How¬ 
ever,  no  information  has  been  furnished 
by  any  of  the  opposing  parties  which 
suggests  that  there  is  any  basis  for  con¬ 
cluding  that  a  suitable  site  for  location 


“  As  previously  noted,  Andrews  should 
continue  to  receive  service  from  station 
WSHG  at  Georgetown  even  If  a  Florence  co¬ 
channel  292A  station  were  to  operate.  It 
should  also  receive  service  from  the  other 
Georgetown  station  (WINH-PM)  and  from 
Station  WDKD-FM  at  Kingstree.  Kingstree, 
in  addition  to  its  own  local  FM  service 
( WDKD-FM) ,  should  be  able  to  receive  Sta¬ 
tion  WINH-FM  at  Georgetown  and  also  Sta¬ 
tion  WWDM  (Channel  267)  at  Sumter,  South 
Carolina  (l.e.,  with  signal  strength  of  less 
than  1  mV/m). 


of  new  Channel  276A  and  Channel  292A 
stations  at  Cheraw  and  Florence,  or  for 
future  relocation  of  existing  sites  of  these 
Florence,  Georgetown  and  Charlotte 
stations  could  not  be  found  in  the  areas 
where  spacing  restrictions  would  permit 
if  either  the  Cheraw  or  Florence  proposal 
is  adopted.  While  the  expressed  concern 
respecting  future  site  relocation  is  ap¬ 
preciated,  in  the  circumstances  we  find 
here,  it  does  not,  in  our  judgment,  con¬ 
stitute  justifiable  public  interest  reason 
for  refusing  to  make  a  new  assignment 
meeting  spacing  requirements  which 
would  satisfy  a  need  and  demand  for  a 
first  or  additional  local  FM  service  in  a 
community, 

18.  The  Forjay  and  Atlantic  com¬ 
ments  also  raise  the  specter  of  a  possible 
violation  of  the  Commission’s  multiple 
ownership  rules,  §  73.240(a)  (1),  result¬ 
ing  from  the  assignment  of  Channel  276A 
to  Cheraw  should  Town  &  Country  be  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  on  the  channel.  This 
is  in  view  of  the  possible  overlap  of  the 
1  mV/m  contour  of  a  Town  &  Country 
Cheraw  FM  station  with  the  1  mV/m 
contour  of  Station  WDAR-FM  at  Dar¬ 
lington  (unless  its  Cheraw  station  were 
to  operate  with  less  than  maximum  fa¬ 
cilities)  and  the  ownership  interests  of  a 
Town  &  Country  principal  in  Rebel 
Radio,  Inc.,  licensee  of  the  Darlington 
station.  There  is  no  cause  for  concern 
in  any  case  on  this  score  at  this  time,  for 
by  transfer  of  control,  granted  October 
22, 1974  (BPTC-7556) ,  the  principal  (100 
percent)  of  Town  &  Country  Radio  di¬ 
vested  himself  of  all  ownership  interest 
in  Station  WDARr-FM  and  its  licensee. 
Also,  even  assuming  that  Town  &  Coun¬ 
try  were  the  successful  applicant  for  a 
Cheraw  FM  channel  if  assigned,  which 
is  by  no  means  certain,  and  it  held  an 
ownership  interest  in  the  Darlington 
station,  although  a  Chc/aw  Channel 
27 6 A  station  would  have  to  be  located 
3.5  miles  southeast  of  Cheraw  to  meet 
spacing  requirements,  as  Town  &  Coun¬ 
try  pointed  out,  its  Cheraw  station  could 
be  located  a  few  miles  northeast  of  the 
assumed  site,  and  thus  still  meet  spacing 
requirements  and  not  create  a  prohibited 
overlap  problem. 

19.  In  sum,  our  analysis  of  the  objec¬ 
tions  of  the  opponent.s  to  these  conflict¬ 
ing  Cheraw  and  Florence  FM  proposals 
convinces  us  that  none  of  them,  singly 
or  collectively,  constitute  valid  technical 
or  public  interest  reason  for  rejecting 
either  proposal.  Both  proposals,  w'e  have 
concluded  after  careful  consideration  in 
light  of  the  record,  have  merit.  They 
each  present,  we  believe,  a  technically 
feasible  way  to  bring  a  first  local  FM 
service  to  Cheraw  and  a  second  local  FM 
service  to  Florence,  as  well  as  a  second 
needed  FM  service  to  underserved  areas, 
with  the  least  possible  Impact  upon  exist¬ 
ing  assignments  and  stations,  and  the 
showings  of  their  proponents  adequately 
demonstrate  a  need  and  demand  for  such 
a  service  at  Cheraw  and  Florence.  Since 
we  must,  however,  for  technical  reasons 
choose  between  these  proposals  for  adop¬ 
tion,  we  have  decided  that  the  Cheraw 
proposal  Is  to  be  preferred  over  the  Flor¬ 
ence  proposal.  This  choice  Is  dictated  in 


the  public  interest,  in  our  judgment, 
since,  despite  the  fact  that  Florence  Is 
considerably  larger  than  Cheraw,  it  has 
two  fulltime  AM  stations,  one  daytime- 
only  AM  station  and  one  Class  A  FM 
station  for  local  outlets  whereas  Cheraw 
has  but  one  daytime-only  AM  station  for 
a  local  outlet,  and  the  proposed  assign¬ 
ment  of  Channel  276 A  to  Cheraw  will 
not  only  bring  it  a  needed  first  FM  and 
local  nighttime  aural  service  but  also 
bring  a  second  needed  FM  service  to  a 
substantially  greater  number  of  people 
than  would  the  Florence  Channel  29 2 A 
proposal  (approximately  16,982  persons 
for  a  Cheraw  station  as  opposed  to 
roughly  2,000  persons  for  a  Florence  sta¬ 
tion)  .  In  the  circumstances,  we  feel  that 
the  mandate  of  Section  307(b)  of  the 
Commimications  Act  for  a  fair,  efficient 
and  equitable  distribution  of  radio  serv¬ 
ice  requires  that  Cheraw  be  provided 
with  a  first  assignment  over  Florence 
for  a  second  assignment. 

20.  In  making  the  Cheraw  CJhannei 
276A  assignment,  a  change  in  the  Flor¬ 
ence  Channel  276A  assignment  to  Chan¬ 
nel  292A  and  in  the  operating  frequency 
of  Atlantic’s  Florence  FM  station 
(WSTN)  from  Channel  276A  to  Channel 
292A  Is  also  required.  As  mentioned  in 
paragraph  2  above,  Atlantic  was  ordered 
in  the  notice  of  rule  making  on 
the  Cheraw  and  Florence  proposals 
to  show  cause  why  its  license  for  Station 
WSTN  should  not  be  modified  to 
specify  this  change  in  operating  fre¬ 
quency  should  the  Cheraw  proposal  be 
adopted,  with  the  understanding  that  it 
would  receive  reasonable  reimbursement 
for  the  change.  In  response  to  the  notice 
and  show  cause  order,  Atlantic  in  its 
comments,  in  addition  to  advising  of  its 
opposition  to  the  Cheraw  and  Florence 
proposals  and  its  reasons  therefore,  also 
requests  that  in  the  event  we  nevertheless 
deem  a  Cheraw  Channel  276A  assignment 
to  be  warranted  and  it  be  required  to 
shift  the  operation  of  Station  WS'TN  on 
Channel  27 6 A  to  Channel  292 A  that  it  be 
reimbursed  for  the  reasonable  expenses 
of  the  channel  change,  recognizing  that 
costs  appropriate  to  reimbursement  are 
not  necessarily  limited  to  strictly  engi¬ 
neering  costs,  since  as  a  practical  matter' 
other  expenses  may  be  involved.**  Town 
&  Country  in  its  reply  comments  advises 
of  its  willingness,  if  granted  a  license  for 
Channel  276A  at  Cheraw,  to  reimburse 
Atlantic  for  all  reasonable  expenses  in 
accordance  with  Commission  policy.**  It 
is  Commission  policy  to  allow  and  pro¬ 
vide  for  reimbursement  for  the  reason¬ 
able  costs  of  a  channel  change  in  a  sta¬ 
tion’s  frequency  if  required  by  a  change 
in  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments  from  the 
party  or  parties  ultimately  benefitting 


Reimbursement  on  this  basts  would  con¬ 
form  with  Commission  guidelines  in  a  num¬ 
ber  of  cases.  See,  for  example,  Circleville, 
Ohio,  8  F.C.C.  2d  159  (1967);  Ashland  and 
Roanoke,  Alabama,  26  F.C.C.  2d  448  (1970); 
and  Kenton  and  Bellefontaine,  Ohio,  3  F.C.O. 
2d  598  (1966). 

>>It  is  noted  that  this  repr^ntatlon  u 
made  in  light  of  the  cost  estimates  furnished 
by  Atlantic  with  regard  to  such  a  change  for 
Station  WSTN. 
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from  the  new  or  changed  assignments 
thereby  permitted,  and  we  believe  that 
equitable  considerations  also  dictate  that 
Atlantic  should  be  reimbursed  for  such 
costs  from  Town  ii  Coimtiy  or  other 
party  who  may  be  granted  a  construction 
permit  for  the  new  Cheraw  FM  assign¬ 
ment.  Assisted  by  the  guidelines  we  have 
furnished  in  similar  cases,  such  as 
Circleville,  cited  in  footnote  11,  supra,  the 
appropriate  costs  making  up  the  “reason¬ 
able”  reimbursement  figure  are  generally 
left  to  the  good  faith  judgment  of  the 
parties  eventually  involved,  subject  to 
Commission  approval  in  the  event  of  dis¬ 
agreement,  and  we  believe  it  desirable  to 
do  so  here. 

21.  In  addition,  Atlantic  requests  in  its 
comments  that  if  it  is  required  to  change 
over  to  operation  of  Station  WSTN  on 
Channel  292A  that  we  defer  grant  of 
program  test  authority  on  the  new  Che¬ 
raw  Channel  276A  assignment  until  60 
days  after  Station  WSTN  receives  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  on  Channel  292A  at 
Florence.  It  urges  that  this  hiatus  will 
be  necessary  to  preserve  fully  its  Interest 
in  the  public  good  will  and  acceptance  it 
has  secured  and  that  it  will  simulta¬ 
neously  permit  prompt  activation  of  the 
new  Cheraw  station.  For  like  reasons,  it 
points  out  this  procedure  was  approved 
in  Ashland  and  Roanoke,  Alabama,  26 
F.C.C.  2d  448  (1970),  where  the  Roanoke 
FM  licensee  was  also  required  to  change 
frequency  because  of  a  channel  reassign¬ 
ment  to  permit  a  first  FM  assignment  to 
Ashland.  Town  &  Country  in  reply  states 
that  it  has  no  objection  to  such  a  condi¬ 
tion  but  suggests  that  Station  WSTN 
should  also  be  ordered  to  shift  to  Chan¬ 
nel  292A  within  a  specified  period  after 
the  assignments  ordered  herein  become 
effective.  Since  we  do  not  feel  that  grant 
of  this  Atlantic  request  would  delay  the 
advwit  of  a  new  FM  service  on  Channel 
276A  at  Cheraw  or  would  otherwise  con¬ 
flict  with  the  public  interest,  we  are  per¬ 
suaded,  in  light  of  Atlantic’s  representa¬ 
tions.  that  it  is  reasonable  and  warranted 
in  the  circumstances  and  that  we  should 
accede  to  it.  Therefore,  if  requested,  we 
will  defer  grant  of  program  t^t  author¬ 
ity  on  Channel  276A  at  Cheraw  until  a 
period  up  to  60  days  after  Atlantic  has 
received  authority  for  operation  of  Sta¬ 
tion  WSTN  on  Channel  292A  at  Florence. 

22.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  and  pur¬ 
suant  to  authority  contained  in  Sections 
4(1),  303(g)  and  (r),  and  307(b)  of  the 
Commimications  Act  of  1934,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  It  is  ordered.  That  effective  March  7, 
1975,  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments, 
§  73.202(b)  of  the  rules  and  regulations, 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows  for  the 
cities  listed  below: 


city :  Channel  No. 

Caieraw,  South  Carolina _  276A 

Florence,  South  Carolina _ 288A,  292A 


23.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  effective 
March  7,  1975,  and  pursuant  to  Section 
316(a)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  onstanding  license 
of  Atlantic  Broadcasting  oCmpany  for 
of  Atlantic  Broadcasting  Company  for 
Station  WSTN(FM),  Florence.  SouUi 
Carolina,  is  modified  to  specify  operation 
on  Channel  292A  instead  of  Channel 
276A,  subject  to  the  following  condi¬ 
tions: 

(a)  The  license  may  continue  to  oper¬ 
ate  on  Channel  276A  until  it  is  rea(^  to 
operate  on  Channel  292A  but  no  later 
than  45  days  after  it  receives  notice  from 
the  Commission  that  a  construction  per¬ 
mit  has  been  granted  for  operation  on 
Channel  276A,  assigned  to  Cheraw. 

(b)  At  least  30  days  before  it  wishes 
to  commence  operation  on  Channel  292A, 
or  within  30  days  of  receiving  notifica¬ 
tion  from  the  Commission  that  operating 
authority  on  its  current  channel  (276 A) 
is  about  to  cease,  the  licensee  of  Station 
WSTN  shall  submit  to  the  Commission 
the  technical  information  normally  re¬ 
quired  of  an  applicant  for  a  construction 
permit  on  Channel  292A  at  Florence, 
South  Carolina. 

(c)  Ten  days  prior  to  commencing  op¬ 
erations  on  Channel  292A,  the  licensee 
shall  submit  the  same  measurement  data 
normally  required  in  an  application  for 
an  FM  broadcast  station  license. 

(d)  Atlantic  Broadcasting  Company 
shall  iK>t  commence  operation  on  Chan¬ 
nel  292A  imtil  the  Commission  specifi¬ 
cally  authorizes  it  to  do  so. 

24.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
proposal  to  assign  Channel  292A  to  Flor¬ 
ence,  South  Carolina,  for  an  additional 
FM  assignment,  advanced  by  Forjay 
Broadcasting  Corporation  in  RM-2212 
and  treated  as  a  counterproposal  herein, 
and  treated  as  a  coxmterproposal  herein, 
is  denied. 

25.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Commission  send  a  copy  of 
this  Report  and  Order  by  Certified 
Mail — Return  Receipt  Requested,  to  At¬ 
lantic  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  licensee  of 
Station  WSTN,  Florence,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  and  also  a  copy  thereof  by  regular 
mail  to  its  attorneys,  Dow,  Lohnes  &  Al¬ 
bertson,  1225  Connecticut  Avenue  NW,, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

26.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  terminated. 

Adopted:  January  15, 1975. 

Released:  January  24, 1975. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  307,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 
1082,  1083;  47  U.S.C.  154,  303.  307) 

Federal  COMircuncATioNS 
Commission, 

[SEAL]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.  75-2789  FUed  1-29-75;  8:46  am] 


PART  83~STATIONS  ON  SHIPBOARD  IN 
THE  MARITIME  SERVICES 

Portable  Bridge-to-Bridge  Transmitters 

In  the  matter  of  Editorial  amendment 
of  S  83.713(e)  of  the  rules  regarding 
Radio  Frequency  Indicators  on  portable 
Bridge-to-Bridge.  transmitters. 

1.  Section  83.713  (e)  of  the  rules  is  in- 
oonsistent  with  §  83.721  of  the  rules  re¬ 
garding  whether  or  not  radio  frequency 
(R.F.)  indicators  are  required  on  port¬ 
able  Bridge-to-Bridge  transmitters.  It 
Is  not  intended  to  require  them  and  to  do 
so  would  be  highly  impractical. 

2.  Accordingly,  Section  83.713(e)  of 
the  rules  is  amended  by  deleting  the  ref¬ 
erence  to  Section  83.721  as  set  forth 
below. 

3.  Authority  for  this  action  is  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  Executive  Director  by  §  0.231 
(d)  of  the  rules.  Because  the  amendment 
is  editorial,  the  public  notice,  procedure 
and  effective  date  requirements  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act,  5  USC 
553,  do  not  apply. 

4.  In  view  of  the  above,  if  is  ordered. 
That  the  rule  amendment  set  forth  in 
the  attached  Appendix  shall  be  adopted 
effective  February  5,  1975. 

Adopted:  January  22,  1975. 

Released:  January  23,  1975. 

(Secs.  4,  803,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066,  1082; 
47  U.S.C.  154.  303) 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Lichtwardt, 

Acting  Executive  Director. 

Part  83  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  47  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

1.  Section  83.713(e)  of  the  rules  is 
revised  by  deleting  the  reference  therein 
to  §  83.721  of  the  rules,  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  83.713  Bridge-to-bridge  transmitter. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(e)  Portable  transmitters  shah  be 
type  accepted  as  required  by  §  83.139. 
For  transmitters  type  accepted  after 
August  1,  1972,  intended  to  be  usable  for 
the  purpose  of  the  subpart,  the  applica¬ 
tion  for  type  acceptance  shall  include  a 
showing  of  compliance  with  the  perti¬ 
nent  requirements  of  paragraphs  (a), 
(b) ,  and  (c)  of  this  section,  and  §  83.723, 
in  addition  to  all  other  applicable  re¬ 
quirements.  Additionally,  an  individual 
demonstration  of  the  communication 
capability  of  a  licensed  transmitter  as 
used  on  board  ship  may  be  required 
whenever,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  this  Is  deemed  necessary. 

[FB  Doc.75-27g4  FUed  1-29-75; 8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  21 — ^THURSDAY,  JANUARY  30,  1975 


proposed  rules 


This  ssctlon  of  th«  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  Interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
[27CFRPart7] 

(Notice  No.  270) 

LABELING  AND  ADVERTISING  OF  MALT 
^BEVERAGES 

Postponed  Hearing 

The  public  hearing  on  proposed 
amendments  to  the  above  part,  pertain¬ 
ing  to  ingredient  labeling  of  malt  bever¬ 
ages,  which  was  originally  annoimced 
for  October  1,  1974  (FR  Doc.  74-17720), 
and  postponed  to  February  3,  1975  (FR 
Doc.  74-21814)  has  again  been  postponed 
to  April  15,  1975,  at  the  same  time  and 
location.  The  last  date  for  submission  of 
written  material  and  requests  to  present 
oral  testimony  has  consequently  been  ex¬ 
tended  to  April  8,  1975. 

The  postponement  was  caused  by  im- 
foreseen  difficulties  arising  In  connection 
with  the  publication  of  notices  of  hear¬ 
ing  on  ingredient  labeling  of  wine  and 
distilled  spirits.  These  hearings  were 
originally  Intended  to  be  held  contem¬ 
poraneously  with  the  malt  beverage 
hearing,  but  Congressional  and  inter¬ 
national  Interest  made  it  desirable  to 
delay  publication  of  these  notices  to  al¬ 
low  sufficient  time  for  Interested  parties 
to  explore  the  ramifications  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations.  Publication  of  notices 
of  hearing  for  wine  and  distilled  spirits 
will  be  published  soon,  with  all  three 
hearings  scheduled  during  April  1975. 
As  indicated  in  the  previous  postpone¬ 
ment  notice,  all  alcoholic  beverage  in¬ 
dustries  are  interrelated,  and  our  final 
regxilations  for  each  will  xmdoubtedly 
be  much  the  same.  As  a  result,  much 
of  the  data  presented  at  the  wine  and 
distilled  spirits  hearings  wUl  also  be 
relevant  to  our  proposed  malt  beverage 
regulation,  and  prudence  woiild  seem  to 
dictate  that  many  of  the  substantive  de¬ 
cisions  in  connection  with  the  malt  bev¬ 
erage  regulation  be  withheld  until  after 
the  wine  and  distilled  spirits  hearings. 
For  this  reason,  and  also  the  fact  that 
for  competitive  reasons  it  is  highly  de¬ 
sirable  that  the  transition  period  during 
which  ingredient  labeling  is  (H>tlonal  and 
the  mandatory  compliance  dates  for  all 
three  regulations  coincide,  it  is  highly 
unlikely  that  an  earlier  hearing  date 
would  result  in  an  earlier  effective  date 
for  the  malt  beverage  regulation. 

For  these  reasons,  we  have  decided 
that  it  would  be  in  the  best  interests  of 
all  concerned  to  postpone  the  malt  bev¬ 
erage  ingredient  labeling  hearing  to 
April  15,  1975,  with  hearings  on  wine 


and  distilled  spirits  to  be  scheduled  for 
the  same  month. 

Dated:  January  28. 1975. 

Rex  D.  Davis, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Alcohol. 

Tobacco  and  Firearms. 
(FR  Doc.75-290e  FUed  1-29-75:8:48  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
[  50  CFR  Part  28  ] 

DUNGENESS  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 
REFUGE.  WASH. 

Proposed  Curtailment  of  Horseback 
Riding;  Extension  of  Time 

In  FR  Doc.  74-29393  appearing  in  the 
issue  of  December  18, 1974,  (39  PR  43728) 
the  date  reading  “January  30, 1975,**  for 
receiving  written  comments  has  been  ex¬ 
tended  and  should  read  “March  1, 1975.’* 

Dated:  January  27, 1975. 

Lynn  A.  Greenwalt, 

Director. 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

(FR  Doc.75-2724  FUed  1-29-75:8:45  am] 


Geological  Survey 
[30  CFR  Parts  211,  216] 

COAL  MINING  OPERATING  REGULATIONS 

On  April  30, 1973,  a  notice  and  text  of 
a  proposed  revision  of  the  coal  mining 
operating  regulations,  governing  opera¬ 
tions  conducted  under  coal  permits 
(leases,  and  licenses  on  public  and  ac¬ 
quired  lands  of  the  United  States  and 
Indian  lands  administered  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  cmd  a  proposed 
revocation  of  30  (7PR  Part  216 — Operat¬ 
ing  Regulations  Governing  the  Mining 
of  Coal  in  Alaska,  was  published  In  the 
Federal  Register  (38  F.R.  10686-10692). 
The  proposed  revision  of  30  CJFR  Part  211 
was-for  the  following  purposes: 

(1)  To  update  the  existing  regulations 
by  deleting  obsolete  provisions  and  in¬ 
cluding  requirements  consistent  with 
modem  mining  practices;  and 

(2)  To  clarify  the  responsibility  of 
lessees,  permittees,  and  licensees  for  the 
protection  of  the  surface,  the  natural 
resouices,  the  environment  and  existing 
improvements  during  operations  for  the 
discovery,  testing,  development,  mining 
and  preparation  and  handling  of  coal. 

It  was  also  proposed  that  30  CFR  Part 
216,  applicable  to  coal  mining  operations 
under  leases  In  the  State  of  Alaska  issued 


pursuant  to  the  Alaska  Coal  Leasing  Act 
of  October  20,  1914  (38  Stat.  741),  prior 
to  its  repeal  by  Pub.  L.  86-252,  Septem¬ 
ber  9,  1959,  73  Stat.  490,  be  revoked  and 
that  operations  imder  those  leases  also 
be  governed  by  the  regulations  in  30 
CFR  Part  211. 

The  notice  stated  that  after  expiration 
of  the  60-day  period  provided  for  submit¬ 
ting  comments,  suggestions,  or  objections 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  regulations, 
the  regulations  would  be  further  revised, 
if  deemed  necessary,  and  republished  in 
the  Federal  Register  as  Interim  regu¬ 
lations.  After  consideration  of  the  views 
presented,  and  in  light  of  policy  decisions 
made  subsequent  to  the  April  1973  no¬ 
tice,  it  Is  deemed  necessary,  in  accordance 
with  the  policy  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  to  afford  the  public  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  participate  In  the  rulemaking 
process  whenever  practicable,  to  repro¬ 
pose  these  regulations  for  further  public 
review. 

Therefore,  notice  Is  hereby  given  that 
pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  under  the  Min¬ 
eral  Leasing  Act  of  Febmary  25, 1920,  as 
amended  and  supplemented  (30  U.S.C. 
181-287),  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  for 
Acquired  Lands  (30  U.S.C.  351-359),  6 
U.S.C.  301,  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (42  U.S.C.  4321-4347) . 
and  various  statutes  relating  to  mining 
on  Indian  lands.  It  Is  proposed  to  revise 
30  CTFR  Part  211  as  set  forth  below. 

It  is  also  proposed  that  30  CFR  Part 
216,  applicable  to  coal  mining  operations 
under  leases  in  the  State  of  Alaska  which 
were  issued  pursuant  to  the  Alaska  Coal 
Leasing  Act  of  October  20,  1914  (38  Stat. 
741),  prior  to  its  repeal  by  Pub.  L.  86- 
252,  September  9,  1959,  73  Stat.  490,  be 
revoked  and  that  operations  under  those 
leases  also  be  governed  by  the  regula¬ 
tions  in  30  CFR  Part  211  as  set  forth 
below. 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  is  cur¬ 
rently  conducting  an  environmental  re¬ 
view  of  the  coal  leasing  program.  The 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality  has 
recommended  that  regulations  for  the 
effective  management  and  protection  of 
the  public  lands  be  promulgated  to  serve 
as  interim  regulations  pending  comple¬ 
tion  of  that  environmental  review.  The 
revision  of  30  CFR  Part  211,  presently 
proposed,  is  essential  for  such  effective 
management  and  protection  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  lands.  The  delay  which  would  be  oc¬ 
casioned  by  the  preparation  of  a  sepa¬ 
rate  environmental  statement  related 
solely  to  the  proposed  regulations  or  the 
withholding  of  promulgation  imtil  an 
environmental  statement  on  the  coal 
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leasing  program  is  completed  would  cre¬ 
ate  a  period  during  which  effective  man¬ 
agement  and  protection  of  the  public 
lands  would  be  hindered.  Moreover,  the 
interim  nature  of  the  revised  regulations 
will  limit  their  overall  cumulative  Im¬ 
pact  on  the  quality  of  the  human  en¬ 
vironment. 

Accordingly,  the  proposed  regulations 
are  published  without  the  preparation 
of  an  environmental  statement.  When 
the  review  and  statement  on'  the  coal 
leasing  program  are  completed,  the  regu¬ 
lations  in  effect  at  that  time  will  be  re¬ 
vised  to  conform  with  the  conclusions  of 
the  review. 

Additionally,  as  a  matter  of  policy,  it 
Is  imperative  not  to  delay  any  longer  the 
specification  of  performance  standards 
for  surface  coal  mining  on  public  and 
acquired  lands  of  the  United  States  and 
Indian  lands  administered  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior.  Sp  far  as  pos¬ 
sible  under  existing  leasing  law,  these 
revised  standards  will  require  that  sur¬ 
face  mined  Federal  coal  land  is  re¬ 
claimed  to  the  standards  which  will  be 
recommended  by  the  Administration  for 
inclusion  in  Federal  legislation  for  the 
regulation  of  all  surface  coal  mining. 
The  Administration’s  recommended 
standards  will  clarify  ambiguities  and 
meet  the  other  objections  which  led  to 
the  withholding  of  the  President’s  sig¬ 
nature  from  the  surface  mining  bill 
passed  by  the  93rd  Congress.  It  is  antic¬ 
ipated  that  by  establishing  performance 
standards  for  mining  and  reclamation 
now,  permittees,  lessees,  and  licensees 
will  be  able  to  more  clearly  project  and 
understand  obligations  and  attendant 
costs  in  developing  the  coal  deposits  in 
which  they  have  an  interest. 

Major  changes  from  the  April  30,  1973, 
proposed  revision  are  as  follows: 

(1)  Section  211.1  has  been  changed  to 
make  it  clear  that  the  regulations  apply 
to  Federal  and  Indian-owned  coal  re¬ 
gardless  of  smface  ownership. 

(2)  Section  211.2  has  been  expanded 
to  include  definitions  of  "Approximate 
original  contour,”  "Exploration  plan,” 
"Mining  plan,”  and  “Mining  (^leratlons 
Orders,”  and  the  definition  of  the  term 
“Reclamation”  has  been  amended. 

(3)  Section  211.3(b)(2)  has  been  ex¬ 
panded  to  require  that  reclamation  work 
be  performed  as  an  Integral  part  of  the 
mining  operation  and  be  completed 
within  reasonable  prescribed  time  limits, 
and  that  in  the  case  of  mining  opera¬ 
tions  for  which  performance  standards 
have  been  established,  reclamation  be 
accomplished  in  accordance  with  such 
standards. 

(4)  Section  211.3(b)  (9)  has  been 
amended  to  enlarge  the  Mining  Super¬ 
visor’s  responsibility  for  reporting  tres¬ 
passes  to  include  exploration  activities 
conducted  in  trespass. 

(5)  Section  211.3(b)  (10)  has  been  ex¬ 
panded  to  require  that  exploratory  or 
mining  operations  be  conducted  in  cmn- 
pliance  with  applicable  water  or  air 
eflBuent  or  emission  standards  and  regu¬ 
lations. 

(6)  Section  211.3(b)  (11)  has  been 
amended  to  provide  authority  for  the 


Mining  Supervisor  to  issue  Mining 
Operations  Orders.  ’These  Orders,  which 
require  prior  approval  of  the  Chief,  Con¬ 
servation  Division  of  the  U.S.  Geological 
Survey,  will  Implement  the  regulations 
in  this  Part  211  and  will  apply  to  opera¬ 
tions  in  an  area  or  a  major  portion 
thereof.  Authority  to  issue  Mining 
Operations  Orders  is  considered  desira¬ 
ble  because  the  different  conditions 
which  exist  on  Federal  and  Indian  lands 
in  different  parts  of  the  country  require 
variations  in  the  manner  in  which  the 
general  regulations  contained  in  this 
Part  211  will  be  implemented. 

(7)  In  §211.3,  paragraph  (b)(12)  has 
been  added  to  provide  that  it  is  the 
Mining  Supervisor’s  responsibility  to  de¬ 
termine  the  amount  of  reclamation  bond 
adequate  to  insure  leclamation  as  re¬ 
quired  under  the  mining  plan. 

(8)  In  §  211.4(c)  the  obligation  of 
le.ssees,  permittees,  and  licensees  has 
been  enlarged  to  include  avoidance  of 
serious  alteration  of  the  normal  flow  of 
water  and  damage  to  archaeological 
values. 

(9)  In  §  211.4(e) ,  a  prevision  has  been 
added  to  permit  the  Mining  Stmervisor 
to  reqviire  sampling  and  analysis  of 
waters  affected  by  mining  operations 
when  he  has  reason  to  believe  a  water 
pollution  problem  may  exist. 

(10)  In  §  211.4(f),  the  last  sentence 
has  been  changed  to  require  an  operator 
to  submit,  within  30  days  after  an 
accident,  a  detailed  report  indicating  the 
cause  of  the  accident  and  the  corrective 
action  taken. 

(11)  Section  211.4(h)  has  been 
amended  to  provide  that  mineral  areas 
shall  be  reclaimed  in  such  a  manner  that 
there  will  not  be  continued  air  or  water 
pollution  from  the  area  affecting  sur- 
rovmding  or  adjacent  lands;  and  to  make 
it  clear  if  an  operator  fails  to  take  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  protect  the  mine,  coal 
deposits,  or  surrounding  environment, 
the  mine  and  land  will  not  be  deemed  to 
have  been  properly  conditioned  for 
abandonment  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  these  regulations. 

(12)  In  §  211.4(1) ,  a  provision  has  been 
added  to  permit  the  Mining  Supervisor 
to  specify  the  type  of  tests  that  are  to 
be  made  to  analyze  the  soil  in  over¬ 
burden. 

(13)  In  §  211.5,  a  new  paragraph  (b) 
has  been  added  to  require  that  mining 
plans  be  made  available  for  public 
inspection. 

(14)  Section  211.10  has  been  ex¬ 
panded  to  include  the  following  addi¬ 
tional  requirements: 

(a)  Reclamation  of  mined  areas  is  to 
be  an  integral  part  of  a  mining  plan  and 
must  progress  contemporaneously  with 
the  mining  operation. 

(b)  ’The  Mining  Supervisor  shall  con¬ 
sider  public  comments  received  on  min¬ 
ing  plans  when  making  decisions  on  such 
plans. 

(c)  The  items  listed  in  paragraphs 
(b)  and  (c)  to  be  included,  respectively, 
in  exploration  and  mining  plans  are 
made  required  items  rather  than  itrais 
that  the  Mining  Supervisor  could  or 
could  not  require. 


(d)  A  deseriptlon  of  the  present  land 
use  within  and  adjacent  to  exploration 
and  mining  areas  and  projected  use  after 
completion  of  operations  is  to  be  included 
in  exploration  and  mining  plans. 

(e)  Expanded  revegetaUon  require¬ 
ments  have  been  made  a  part  of  the  ex¬ 
ploration  plan  requirements. 

(f)  A  description  of  the  measures  to 
be  taken  for  prevention  of  air,  sxurface 
and  water  poKution,  is  to  be  included  in 
the  mining  plans. 

(g)  The  surface  reclamation  portion  of 
an  exploration  or  mining  plan  is  to  take 
into  account  the  impact  of  the  proposed 
operation  on  adjacent  land  uses  and  the 
proposed  future  iise  of  the  lands. 

(h)  The  estimated  cost  of  reclamation 
is  to  be  fumiBhed. 

(i)  A  description  of  the  hydrologic  con¬ 
sequence  of  mining  and  reclamation  is 
to  be  furnished  to  the  Mining  Supervisor. 

(j)  The  location  of  svulace  drainage 
controls  and  diversion  structures  and 
structure  contour  lines  on  mineable  coal 
beds  is  to  be  iaehided  on  mining  maps. 

(k)  Previcus  underground  mines  are 
to  be  shown  on  mining  maps. 

(15)  In  1211.37,  paragraphs  (a),  (b), 
and  (e)  have  been  renumbered  (b) ,  (c) , 
and  (d)  respectively.  Former  paragraph 
(d)  has  been  designated  as  paragraph  (a) 
and  has  been  expanded  to  include  per¬ 
formance  standards  for  the  reclamation 
of  mined  areas  affected  by  coal  siulace 
mining  operations.  These  revised  stand¬ 
ards  are  based  on  the  performance  stand¬ 
ards  contained  in  the  bill  passed  by  the 
93rd  Congress  (see  Conference  Report 
on  Smface  Mining  Control  and  Reclama¬ 
tion  Act  of  1974,  H.R.  Rept.  93-1152,  93rd 
Cong.  2nd  Sess.  (1974)).  Some  changes, 
particularly  in  provisions  relating  to  hy¬ 
drology,  siltation  and  impoundment 
standards,  have  been  made.  It  should  be 
noted  that  performance  standards  relat¬ 
ing  speciflcally  to  steep-slope  s\irface 
mining  (any  slope  above  twenty  degrees) 
have  been  omitt^  from  §  211.37(a) ,  since 
no  such  mines  exist  or  are  contemplated 
on  public  and  acquired  lands  of  the 
United  States  and  Indian  lands  admin¬ 
istered  by  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 
It  should  be  further  noted  that  the  lim¬ 
ited  number  of  mines  which  would  have 
qualified  as  “special  bituminous  coal 
mines”  under  the  bill  passed  by  the  93rd 
Congress  (Id.  at  57)  may  be  subject  to 
alternative  requirements  regarding 
standards  governing  onsite  handling  of 
spoils,  elimination  of  depressions  capable 
of  collecting  water,  creation  of  impoimd- 
ments,  and  regrading  to  approximate 
original  contour.  Such  alternative  re¬ 
quirements  will  be  authorized  by  Mining 
Operations  Orders  Issued  in  accordance 
with  $  211.3(b)  (11).  These  Orders  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register  for 
public  review. 

(16)  In  i  211.39,  paragraph  (c)  has 
been  drieted  since  it  substantially  dupli¬ 
cates  30  CFR  211.37(b),  and  paragraphs 
(d) ,  (e) ,  and  (f )  have  been  redesignated 
(c),  (d),  and  (e),  respectively.  Redesig¬ 
nated  paragraph  (d)  has  been  changed 
to  require  that  details  of  reclamation 
be  included  In  mining  plans  required 
under  §  211.10;  and  the  2  to  1  ratio  (grade 
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requirement)  for  the  highwall  slope  has 
been  deleted.  Paragraph  (e)  has  been 
changed  to  make  it  clear  that  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  reclamation  and  clean-up 
following  cessation  of  mining  operations 
includes  removal  of  all  the  equlponent 
and  structures  related  to  the  mining 
operation. 

(17)  Section  211.51(a)  has  been 

changed  to  require  that  solid  wastes 
shall  be  disposed  of  in  a  manner  that 
will  not  cause  air  and  water  pollution 
and  will  not  spontaneously  ignite. 

(18)  Section  211.51(b)  has  been 

changed  to  require  that  waste  piles  shall 
be  shaped  to  blend  into  the  surrounding 
area,  covered  with  top  soil  and  revege¬ 
tated. 

(19)  Sectipn  211.61(a)  has  been 

changed  to  substitute  a  “value  basis” 
for  “sale  basis”  for  the  purpose  of  de¬ 
termining  coal  royalties,  and  to  provide 
that  coal  will  be  deemed  to  have  been 
sold  when  it  is  delivered  at  the  usual 
and  customary  place  of  shipment. 

(20)  Section  211.72  has  been  changed 
to  make  it  clear  that,  absent  the  threat 
of  immediate,  serious  or  irreparable 
damage  to  the  environment,  mine,  or 
other  resources,  suspension  of  operations 
by  the  Mining  Supervisor  will  not  be 
ordered  for  non-compliance  with  regula¬ 
tions,  terms  and  conditions  of  the  lease 
or  permit,  or  requirements  of  an  ap¬ 
proved  exploration  or  mining  plan  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  an  appeal  is  pending  from 
a  notice  requiring  corrective  action. 

(21)  Provisions  pertaining  to  the 
health  and  safety  of  miners  have  been 
deleted  from  these  regulations  since 
health  and  safety  standards  for  coal 
mines  are  now  covered  by  the  Coal  Mine 
Health  and  Safety  Act  of  1969,  and  the 
regulations  in  30  CFR  Chapter  L 

Additional  changes  of  a  minor  nature 
or  for  clarification  but  of  no  substantive 
effect  have  also  been  made  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  written 
comments,  suggestions,  or  objections 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  revision  of 
30  CFR  Part  211  and  the  proposed  revo¬ 
cation  of  30  CFR  Part  216  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor.  U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Reston,  Vir¬ 
ginia  22092,  on  or  before  March  3.  1975. 
After  the  period  for  comments  has  ex¬ 
pired,  the  proposed  regulations  wlU  be 
revised,  if  appropriate,  and  republished 
in  the  Federal  Register  as  Interim  regu¬ 
lations.  It  Is  anticipated  that  upon  re- 
publication  the  regulations  will  take 
effect  immediately.  All  applicants  for 
permits,  leases,  or  licenses  will  there¬ 
upon  be  required  to  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  this  part.  Operators 
holding  existing  permits,  leases,  or  li¬ 
censes  will  be  required  to  comply  with 
the  requirements  of  this  part  no  later 
than  180  days  following  the  date  of 
republlcatlon  of  these  regulations  in  the 
Federal  Register  with  respect  to  lands 
from  which  overburden  and  the  coed 
seam  being  mined  have  not  been  re¬ 
moved. 

Part  211  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 


PART  211 — COAL  MINING  OPERATING 
REGULATIONS 

Admikistration  or  Rkcttlations  and 
Definitions 

Sec. 

211.1  Scope  and  purpose. 

211.3  Definitions. 

211.3  Responsibilities. 

211.4  General  obligations  of  licensees,  per¬ 

mittees  and  lessees  (Including 
designated  operators  or  agents) . 

311.6  Public  Inspection  of  records. 

211.6  Appeals. 

Maps  and  Plans 

211.10  Exploration  and  mining  plans. 

211.11  Approaching  oil,  gas  or  water  wells. 

211.12  Mine  maps. 

211.13  Failure  of  lessee  to  furnish  maps. 
PaOSPXCTTNG  and  EXPLORATION  OPERATIONS 

21120  Information  required  to  be  sub¬ 

mitted. 

21121  Core  and  test  holes. 

Mining  Methods  and  Mine  Abandonment 

211.30  Good  practice  to  be  observed- 
21131  Maximum  recovery. 

211.32  Multiple  seam  tnlnmg. 

21133  Advance  workings;  underground 

mines. 

21134  PUlar  extraction. 

21135  Pillars  left  for  support. 

21136  Development  of  leased  tract  through 

adjoining  mines. 

211.37  Surface  mining. 

21138  Mining  isolated  blocks  of  non-leased 
coal. 

31130  Mine  abandonment;  surface  open¬ 
ings. 

Protection  Against  Mine  Hazards 

211.40  Abandonment  of  underground  work¬ 

ings. 

211.41  Coal  dust. 

Waste  From  Mining 

211.51  DlE^osal  of  mine  wastes  or  rejects. 
Production  Records,  Rotaltt  and  Audits 

211.60  Production  records. 

211.61  Basis  for  royalty  computation. 

211.62  Production  reports  and  paym^it — 

other  reports. 

211.63  Audits. 

Inspection,  Issuance  of  Orders,  and 
Enforcement  of  Orders 

211.70  Inspection  of  underground  and  sur¬ 

face  conditions. 

211.71  Issuance  of  notices.  Instructions  and 

orders. 

211.72  Enforcement  of  orders. 

Autboritt:  34  Stat.  639,  35  Stat.  313  (26 
U.S.C.  365  NT);  35  Stat.  781  (26  UJ3.C.  896); 
sec.  32,  41  Stat.  450  (  30  UB.C.  189);  49  Stat. 
1967  (  25  UJS.C.  501,  602);  52  Stat.  347  (  25 
U3.C.  396  a-f);  61  Stat.  916  (30  UH.C.  359); 
6  U.S.C.  301;  Pub.  L.  91-190,  83  Stat.  852  (42 
UJ3.C.  4321). 

Administration  of  Regulations  and 
Definitions 

§  211.1  Scope  and  purpose. 

(a)  The  regulations  in  this  part  shall 
govern  operations  for  the  discovery,  test¬ 
ing,  development,  mining,  preparation, 
and  handling  of  coal  under  coal  leases, 
licenses  and  permits  Issued  for  federal¬ 
ly-owned  coal,  regardless  of  surface 
ownership,  pursuant  to  the  regulations 
in  43  C7FR  Group  3500  and  the  Alaska 
Coal  Leasing  Act  of  October  20,  1914  (38 
Stat.  741),  and  for  the  reclamation  of 


lands  disturbed  by  such  operations. 
These  regulations  shall  also  apply  to  op¬ 
erations  for  the  discovery,  testing,  de¬ 
velopment,  mining,  preparation,  and 
handling  of  coal  in  tribal  and  allotted 
Indian  lands  under  leases  and  permits, 
regardless  of  ownership  of  the  surface, 
issued  vmder  the  regulations  in  25  CFR 
Parts  171,  172,  173,  and  174;  and  for 
the  reclamation  of  lands  disturbed  by 
such  operations. 

(b)  The  purpose  of  the  regulations  in 
this  part  is  to  promote  orderly  and  effi¬ 
cient  prospiecting,  exploration,  testing, 
development,  mining,  preparation  and 
handling  operations  and  production 
practices,  without  avoidable  waste  or 
loss  of  coal  or  other  mineral  deposits 
or  damage  to  coal  or  other  mineral¬ 
bearing  formation;  to  encourage  maxi¬ 
mum  recovery  and  use  of  coal  resources; 
to  promote  operating  practices  which 
will  avoid,  minimize  or  correct  damage 
to  the  environment — land,  water,  and 
air — and  avoid,  minimize  or  correct 
hazards  to  public  health  and  safety;  to 
require  effective  reclamation  of  lands; 
and  to  obtain  a  proper  record  and  ac¬ 
counting  of  all  coal  produced. 

(c)  These  regulations  will  be  inter¬ 
preted  and  administered  to  the  fullest 
extent  possible  in  accordance  with  the 
policies  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (83  Stat.  852;  42  UE.C. 
4321-4347). 

(d)  When  the  regulations  in  this  part 
relate  to  matters  Included  In  the  regula¬ 
tions  in  25  CTR  Part  177 — Surface  Ex¬ 
ploration,  Mining  and  Reclamation  of 
Lands — ^pertaining  to  Indian  lands,  the 
regulations  in  that  part  shaU  govern  to 
the  extent  of  any  inconsistencies,  except 
with  respect  to  the  performance  stand¬ 
ards  of  §  211.37. 

(e)  When  the  regulations  in  this  part 
relate  to  matters  Included  In  the  regula¬ 
tions  in  43  C7FR  Part  23,  the  regulations 
in  that  part  shall  govern  with  respect 
to  technical  examinations,  issuance  or 
denial  of  leases,  performance  bonds,  and 
reports  to  the  extent  of  any  inconsist¬ 
encies;  otherwise,  the  regulations  in  this 
part  shall  govern.  In  any  event,  the  per¬ 
formance  standards  of  S  211.37  shall 
apply. 

(f )  The  responsibility  for  enforcement 
of  the  Fedend  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969  (83  Stat.  742;  30  U.S.C. 
801)  and  the  coal  mine  health  and  safe¬ 
ty  regulations  contained  in  Chapter  I  of 
this  Title  is  vested  in  the  Mining  En¬ 
forcement  and  Safety  Administration, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  and  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  regulations  In  this  part 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  fulfill  any  require¬ 
ments  contained  In  the  regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  under  that  act. 

§  211.2  Definitions. 

The  terms  used  in  this  part  shall  have 
the  following  meanings; 

(a)  Secretary.  The  Secretary  of  the 
Interior. 

(b)  Director.  The  Director  of  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey,  Department  of  the 
Interior. 

(o)  Division  Chief.  The  Chief  of  the 
Conservation  Dlvisicai,  UJ3.  Qeologlcal 
Survey. 
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(d)  Conservation  Manager.  A  Con¬ 
servation  Manager,  Conservatiwi  Divi¬ 
sion,  U.S.  Geological  Survey. 

(e)  Mining  Supervisor.  The  Area  Min¬ 
ing  Supervisor,  Conservation  Division, 
U.S.  Geological  Survey,  a  representative 
of  the  Secretary,  subject  to  the  direc¬ 
tion  and  supervisory  authority  of  the 
Director,  the  Division  Chief,  and  the  ap¬ 
propriate  Conservation  Manager,  au¬ 
thorized  and  empowered  to  regulate  op¬ 
erations  and  to  perform  other  duties 
prescribed  in  the  regulations  in  this  part, 
or  a  District  Mining  SupervisOT  or  other 
subordinate  acting  under  his  direction. 

(f)  Lessee.  Any  person  or  persons, 
partnership,  association,  corporation,  or 
municipality  to  whom  a  coal  lease  is 
Issued  subject  to  the  regulations  in  this 
part,  or  an  assignee  of  such  lease  under 
an  approved  assignment. 

(g)  Permittee.  Any  person  or  persons, 
partnership,  association,  corporation,  or 
municipality  to  whom  a  coal  prospecting 
permit  is  issued  subject  to  the  regula- 
ticms  in  this  part,  or  an  assignee  of  such 
permit  under  an  approved  assignment. 

(h)  Licensee.  Any  individual,  associa¬ 
tion  of  individuals,  or  municipality  to 
whom  a  coal  license  is  issued  subject  to 
the  regulations  in  this  part. 

(i)  Leased  lands,  leased  premises,  or 
leased  tract.  Any  lands  under  a  coal  lease 
and  subject  to  the  regulations  in  this 
port. 

(j)  Permit  lands.  Any  lands  under  a 
coal  prosp^ing  permit  and  subject  to 
the  regulations  in  this  part. 

(k)  Operator.  A  lessee,  permittee,  or  li¬ 
censee,  or  one  conducting  operations  on 
lands  under  the  authority  of  the  lessee, 
permittee,  or  licensee. 

(l)  Reclamation.  Hie  process  of  land, 
air,  and  water  treatment  that  restricts 
and  controls  water  degradation,  air  pol¬ 
lution,  damage  to  aquatic  or  wildlife  hab¬ 
itat,  flooding,  erosion,  and  other  harm¬ 
ful  effects  resulting  from  exploration, 
mineral  development,  mining,  on-site 
processing  operations  or  waste  disposal 
so  that  the  affected  area,  including  where 
appropriate,  areas  adjacent  to  the  min¬ 
ing  site  are  restored  to  a  stable  condi¬ 
tion  capable  of  supporting  the  uses  which 
they  were  capable  of  supporting  prior 
to  exploration,  mining  or  processing  op¬ 
erations,  or  an  equal  or  better  economic 
or  public  use  suitable  to  the  locality. 

(m)  Coal.  Coal  of  all  ranks  from  lignite 
to  anthracite. 

(n)  Mine.  An  undergroimd  or  sm'face 
excavation  and  all  parts  of  the  property 
of  a  mining  plant,  either  on  the  surface 
or  miderground,  that  contribute  directly 
or  indirectly  to  the  mining  and  prepara¬ 
tion  and  handling  of  coal. 

(o)  Preparation.  The  sizing,  cleaning, 
drying,  mixing,  and  crushing  of  the  coal 
and  such  other  work  of  preparing  coal 
for  market. 

(p)  Portal.  Any  smface  entrance  to  an 
undergroimd  mine. 

(q)  Entry.  An  undergroimd  passage 
used  for  haulage,  ventilation  or  as  a 
nsanway. 

(r)  Shaft.  A  portal,  the  axis  of  which 
is  approximately  vertical,  extending  from 


the  surface  to  develop  one  or  more  coal 
deposits. 

(s)  Slope.  An  inclined  mine  (^nlng  or 
Inclined  entry  in  a  dipping  coal  forma¬ 
tion  or  an  inclined  tunnel  through  rock 
to  intersect  a  coal  bed. 

(t)  Drift.  A  horizontal  mine  opening 
or  horizontal  entry  or  passage  under¬ 
ground. 

(u)  Stripping  operation.  The  term 
“stripping  operation”  or  “strip  pit”  or 
“open  pit”  shall  mean  a  mining  excava¬ 
tion  dr  development  by  means  of  a  sur¬ 
face  pit  in  which  material  over  the  coal 
bed  is  first  removed  and  the  coal  itself 
is  then  extracted. 

(v)  Approximate  original  contour.  A 
surface  configuration  achieved  by  back¬ 
filling  and  grading  of  the  mined  area  so 
that  it  closely  reser  ibles  the  surface  con- 
figiuution  of  the  land  prior  to  mining 
(although  not  necessarily  the  original 
elevation)  and  blends  into  and  comple¬ 
ments  the  drainage  pattern  of  the  sur¬ 
rounding  terrain,  with  all  highwalls, 
spoil  piles,  and  depressions  eliminated 
except  that  water  impoundments  may  be 
permitted  where  the  Mining  Supervisor 
determines  that  they  are  in  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  this  part. 

(w)  Eocploration  plan.  A  detailed  plan 
submitted  to  the  Mining  Supervisor  for 
approval  before  operations  commence, 
showing  the  location  and  type  of  work  to 
be  conducted,  environmental  protection 
procedures,  access  and  support  roads, 
and  reclamation  procedures  to  be  follow¬ 
ed  upon  completion  of  operations  to  re¬ 
store  and  revegetate  disturbed  areas. 

(x)  Mining  plan.  A  detailed  plan  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Mining  Supervisor  for  ap¬ 
proval  prior  to  commencement  of  min¬ 
ing  (H)erations  showing  loeation,  method 
of  mining  and  extent,  and  all  related  ac¬ 
tivities  necessary  and  bMident  to  ^ch 
operations,  and  to  show  steps  tor  be  taken 
to  protect  the  environment  during  oper¬ 
ations  and  the  reclamation  methods  to 
be  used  to  restore  and  revegtate  the  dis¬ 
turbed  areas. 

(y)  Mining  Operations  Orders.  A  for¬ 
mal  numbered  order  issued  by  the  Min¬ 
ing  Supervisor,  with  the  prior  approval 
of  the  Division  Chief,  which  implements 
the  regfUations  in  this  part  and  applies 
to  operations  in  an  area  or  a  major  por¬ 
tion  thereof. 

§  211.3  Responsibilities. 

(a)  Subject  to  the  supervisory  author¬ 
ity  of  the  Secretary,  the  regulations  in 
this  part  shall  be  administered  by  the 
Director  through  the  Division  Chief,  the 
Conservation  Manager,  and  the  Mining 
Supervisor. 

(b)  The  Mining  Supervisor  is  empow¬ 
ered  to  regulate  prospecting,  explora¬ 
tion,  testing,  development,  mining,  prep¬ 
aration,  handling,  and  reclamation  oper¬ 
ations  under  the  regulations  in  this  part. 
The  Mining  Supervisor  in  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  his  duties  shall: 

(1)  Inspection  and  supervision  of  op¬ 
erations  to  prevent  waste  or  damage.  Ex¬ 
amine  as  frequently  as  necessary  the 
lease,  permit,  or  license  lands  where  op¬ 
erations  for  the  discovery,  testing,  de¬ 
velopment,  mining  or  preparation  and 


handling  of  coal  are  conducted  or  are 
to  be  conducted;  inspect  and  regulate 
such  operations,  including  operations  at 
accessory  plants,  for  the  purpose  of  pre¬ 
venting  waste  or  degradation  of  mineral 
substances  or  damage  to  formations  and 
deposits,  or  non-mineral  resources  af¬ 
fected  by  the  operations,  and  to  insure 
that  the  provisions  of  applicable  laws 
and  regulations,  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  permit,  lease,  or  license  and 
the  requirements  of  the  approved  ex¬ 
ploration  or  mining  plans  are  being  com¬ 
plied  with. 

(2)  Compliance  VDith  regulations,  lease, 
permit,  or  license  terms;  and  approved 
plans.  Require  m^erators  to  conduct  their 
operaticms  in  compliance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  applicable  laws  and  regula¬ 
tions,  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
leases,  permits,  or  licenses,  and  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  approved  exploration  or 
mining  plans,  and  require  that  reclama¬ 
tion  work  be  performed  in  an  environ¬ 
mentally  sound  maimer  and  as  contem¬ 
poraneously  as  practicable  with  the  min¬ 
ing  operation,  within  time  limits  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Mining  Supervisor;  and 
that,  in  the  case  of  mining  operations 
for  which  performance  standards  have 
been  established,  require  that  reclama¬ 
tion  be  sux:omplished  in  accordance  with 
such  standards. 

(3)  Reports  on  condition  of  lands  and 
manner  of  operation;  recommendations 
for  protection  of  property.  Make  reports 
to  the  Division  Chief  through  the  Con¬ 
servation  Manager,  as  to  the  general 
conditicou  of  lands  under  permit,  lease, 
or  license  and  the  manner  in  which  op¬ 
erations  are  being  conducted  and  orders 
or  instructiMis  are  being  complied  with; 
and  submit  information  and  recommen¬ 
dations  for  protecting  the  coal,  the  coal¬ 
bearing  formations,  other  minerals  and 
the  mm-mineral  resources. 

(4)  Manner  and  form  of  records,  re¬ 
ports  and  notices.  Prescribe,  subject  to 
the  approval  of  the  Division  Chief,  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  records  of 
operations,  reports  and  notices  shall  be 
made. 

(5)  Records  of  production;  rentals  and 
royalties.  Obtain  and  check  the  records 
of  production  of  coal;  determine  rental 
and  royalty  liability  of  lessees  and  per¬ 
mittees;  collect  and  deposit  rental  and 
royalty  payments;  and  maintain  rental 
and  royalty  aceoimts. 

(6)  Suspension  of  operations  and  pro¬ 
duction.  Act  on  applications  for  susp>en- 
sion  of  cmerations  or  production  or  both 
filed  pursuant  to  43  C7PR  3503.3-2  (e). 
and  terminate,  when  appropriate,  sus¬ 
pensions  which  have  been  granted;  and 
transmit  to  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
for  appropriate  action  applications  for 
suspen^on  of  operations  or  production  or 
both  under  leases  on  Indian  lands. 

(7)  Cessation  and  abandonment  of 
operations.  Ui>on  receipt  of  a  repert  of 
cessation  or  abandonment  of  operations, 
or  relinquishment  of  a  lease,  permit,  or 
license,  inspect  and  determine  whether 
the  operator  has  complied  with  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  permit  or 
lease  and  the  approved  exploration  or 
mining  plans;  and  determine  and  repert 
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to  the  agency  having  administrative 
jurisdiction  over  the  lands  when  the 
lands  have  been  properly  conditioned  for 
abandonment.  The  Mining  Supervisor, 
in  accordance  with  applicable  regula¬ 
tions.  in  43  CFR  Part  23  or  25  CFR  Part 
177,  will  consult  with,  or  obtain  the  con¬ 
currence  of  the  authorized  officer  of  the 
agency  having  administrative  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  the  lands  with  respect  to  com¬ 
pliance  by  the  operator  with  the  surfswje 
protection  and  reclamation  requirements 
of  the  lease  or  permit  and  the  explora¬ 
tion  or  mining  plan. 

(8)  Wells  or  vrospect  holes.  Prescribe 
or  approve  the  methods  of  protection 
from  wells  or  prospect  holes  drilled  for 
any  purpose  through  the  coal  measures 
and  mines  on  leased  lands  and  on  coal 
lands  subject  to  lease,  with  a  view  to  the 
prevention  of  leakage  of  oil,  gas,  water, 
or  other  fluid  substances  that  might  dam¬ 
age  coal  deposits  or  contaminate  surface 
water  and/or  ground  water,  and  pre¬ 
scribe  or  approve  methods  of  obtaining 
the  maximum  extraction,  so  far  as  prac¬ 
ticable,  of  coal  in  the  vicinity  of  such 
wells. 

(9)  Trespass.  Report  to  the  agency  hav¬ 
ing  administrative  jurisdiction  over  the 
lands  any  trespass  that  involves  explor¬ 
ation  activities  or  removal  of  coal  de¬ 
posits. 

( 10)  Water  and  air  quality.  Inspect  ex¬ 
ploratory  and  mining  operations  to  de¬ 
termine  the  adequacy  of  water  manage¬ 
ment  and  pollution  control  measures  for 
the  protection  and  control  of  the  qual¬ 
ity  of  surface  and  ground  water  re¬ 
sources  and  the  adequacy  of  emission 
control  measures  for  the  protection  and 
control  of  air  quality  and  require  that 
the  exploratory  or  mining  operations  be 
conducted  in  compliance  with  applicable 
water  and  air  effluent  or  emission  stand¬ 
ards  and  regulations. 

(11)  Compliance  with  regulations.  Is¬ 
sue  Mining  Operations  Orders  and  other 
orders  and  instructions  necessary  to  as¬ 
sure  compliance  with  the  purposes  of  the 
regulations  in  this  part. 

(12)  Posting  of  Reclamation  Bonds. 
Determine  the  amount  of  reclamation 
bonds  or  other  equally  appropriate  finan¬ 
cial  arrangements  so  that  they  are  at  all 
times  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  estimated 
costs  of  the  reclamation  requirements  of 
the  approved  exploration  or  mining  plan 
in  the  event  that  reclamation  is  not  com¬ 
pleted  in  accordance  with  the  plan. 

§  211.4  General  obligations  of  licensees, 
permittees  and  lessees  (including 
designated  operators  or  agents). 

(a)  Operations  involving  the  discov¬ 
ery,  testing,  development,  mining,  prep¬ 
aration,  handling  of  coal,  and  reclama¬ 
tion  of  lands  shall  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  applicable  laws  and  regula¬ 
tions:  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
lease,  permit,  or  license;  the  require¬ 
ments  of  approved  exploration  or  min¬ 
ing  plans;  and  the  orders  and  instruc¬ 
tions  issued  by  the  Mining  Supervisor. 

(b)  The  operator  shall  take  precau¬ 
tions  to  prevent  waste  and  damage  to 
coal-bearing  formations  or  other  min¬ 
eral  formations. 


(c)  The  operator  shall  take  such  ac¬ 
tion  as  may  be  needed  to  avoid,  mini¬ 
mize,  or  control  soil  erosion;  pollution  of 
air;  pollution  of  surface  or  ground 
water;  serious  alteration  of  the  normal 
flow  of  water;  damage  to  vegetative 
growth,  crops,  or  timber;  injury  or  de¬ 
struction  of  fish  and  wildlife  and  their 
habitat;  creation  of  unsafe  or  hazardous 
conditions;  damage  to  improvements, 
whether  owned  by  the  United  States,  its 
permittees,  licensees  or  lessees,  or  by 
others;  and  damage  to  recreational, 
scenic,  historical,  archaeological,  and 
ecological  values  of  the  land.  The  surface 
of  leased  or  permit  lands  shall  be  re¬ 
claimed  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
and  conditions  prescribed  in  the  letise 
or  permit  and  the  provisions  of  the  ap¬ 
proved  exploration  or  mining  plan.  Go^ 
“housekeeping”  practices  shall  be  ob¬ 
served  at  all  times.  Where  any  question 
arises  as  to  the  necessity  for  or  the  ade¬ 
quacy  of  an  action  to  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  this  paragraph,  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  Mining  Supervisor  shall  be 
final,  subject  to  the  right  of  appeal  as 
provided  in  Part  290  of  this  chapter. 

(d)  All  operations  conducts  imder 
the  regulations  in  this  part  must  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  appropriate  reqmrements  as 
established  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Water  Pollution  Control  Act  as  amended 
and  the  Clean  Air  Act  as  amended. 

(e)  If  the  Mining  Supervisor  has  rea¬ 
son  to  believe  that  a  water  pollution 
problem  exists,  he  may  require  that  a 
lessee,  permittee,  or  licensee  sample  and 
analyze  water  affected  by  the  mining 
operations.  When  the  Mining  Supervisor 
determines  that  a  water  pollution  prob¬ 
lem  exists,  he  shall  require  that  a  lessee, 
permittee,  or  licensee  maintain  records 
of  the  use  of  water,  quantity  and  quality 
of  waste  water  produced,  and  the  quan¬ 
tity  and  quality  of  waste  water  disposal, 
including  mine  drainage  discharge,  proc¬ 
ess  wastes  and  associated  wast^.  In 
order  to  obtain  this  information,  the 
lessee,  permittee,  or  licensee  may  be  re¬ 
quired  to  Install  a  suitable  monitoring 
system. 

(f)  Accidents  threatening  damage  to 
the  mine,  the  lands,  or  the  deposits,  or 
accidents  which  could  cause  water  ixdlu- 
tion  shall  be  reported  promptly  to  the 
Mining  Supervisor  by  telephone.  Within 
30  days  after  an  accident  the  operator 
shall  submit  to  the  Mining  Supervisor 
a  detailed  report  of  damages  caused  by 
the  accident  and  the  corrective  action 
taken. 

(g)  Lessees  and  permittees  shall  sub¬ 
mit  the  reports  required  by  25  (Z!FR  Part 
177,  43  CPR  Part  23,  and  Part  200  of 
this  chapter. 

(h)  The  mined  area  shall  be  reclaimed 
in  such  a  manner  that  there  will  not  be 
continued  air  or  water  pollution  from 
the  area  affecting  surrounding  or  adja¬ 
cent  lands.  If  the  operator  fails  to  take 
appropriate  action  to  protect  the  mine, 
coal  deposits,  or  surrounding  environ¬ 
ment  from  damage  or  threatened  damage 
by  Are,  water,  oil,  gas,  or  other  hazards, 
or  fails  to  protect  properly  the  mine  or 
deposits  or  eliminate  hazards  to  the  pub¬ 
lic,  such  mine  and  lands  shall  not  ^ 


deemed  to  have  been  properly  condi.* 
tioned  for  abandonment  in  compliance 
with  §§  211.3(c)  (7)  and  211.39  of  this 
part,  and  the  lessee,  permittee,  or  licensee 
shall  be  liable  for  the  expense  of  labor 
and  supplies  used  by.  or  under  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  Mining  Supervisor  for  the 
protection  of  the  property,  air,  water,  and 
other  environmental  resources  and  elimi¬ 
nation  of  hazards  to  the  public. 

(i)  In  areas  where  strip  mining  is  an¬ 
ticipated,  the  operator  shall  drill  an  ade¬ 
quate  number  of  core  holes  in  the  over¬ 
burden  overlying  the  coal,  the  stratum 
immediately  below  the  coal  to  be  mined, 
and  will  log  each  stratum  penetrated  and 
have  each  stratum  analyzed  for  at  least 
the  following:  nitrogen,  phosphorus,  po¬ 
tassium,  pH,  and  any  other  tests  which 
the  Mining  SuE>ervlsor  may  specify.  The 
analyses  will  be  used  to  determine  which 
material  must  be  buried  during  the  strip¬ 
ping  operations  and  to  determine  suitable 
material  that  will  be  placed  near  the  sur¬ 
face  for  favorable  propagation  of  vegeta¬ 
tion.  The  number  of  holes  and  analyses 
will  be  specified  by  the  Mining  Super¬ 
visor. 

§  211.5  Public  inspection  of  records. 

(a)  Geological  and  geophysical  inter¬ 
pretations.  maps,  and  data  and  com¬ 
mercial  and  financial  information  re¬ 
quired  to  be  submitted  under  this  part 
shall  not  be  available  for  public  mspec- 
tion  without  the  consent  of  the  permit¬ 
tee  or  lessee  so  long  as  the  permittee  or 
lessee  furnishing  such  data,  or  his  suc¬ 
cessors  or  assignees,  continues  to  hold  a 
permit  or  lease  of  the  lands  involved. 

(b)  Mining  plans  submitted  under 
§  211.10  of  this  part  will  be  made  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  in  the  office  of 
the  appropriate  Mining  Supervisor.  For 
new  mine  plans,  for  major  modifications 
In  existing  surface  mine  plans,  or  for 
surface  related  changes  in  existing 
undergroimd  plans  submitted  for  ap¬ 
proval,  interested  parties  will  have  a  30- 
day  period  after  publication  of  notice  to 
inspect  such  plans  in  the  office  of  the 
District  or  Area  Mining  Sujjervisor  and 
to  comment  thereon.  A  notice  of  the 
availability  of  the  plan  will  be  posted  at 
the  appropriate  office  on  the  day  the 
plan  is  received  and  a  copy  of  the  post¬ 
ing  will  be  mailed  to  the  appropriate 
county  clerk  for  posting  or  publication. 

§  211.6  Appeals. 

Orders  or  decisions  Issued  under  the 
regulations  in  this  part  may  be  appealed 
as  provided  in  Part  290  of  this  Chapter. 

Maps  and  Plans 

§  211.10  Exploration  and  mining  plans. 

(a)  General.  Before  conducting  any 
operations,  the  op>erator  shall  submit  to 
the  Mining  Supervisor  for  approval  an 
exploration  or  mining  plan,  in  quintupli- 
cate,  which  shall  show  in  detail  the  pro¬ 
posed  exploration,  prospecting,  testing, 
development,  mining  and  reclamation 
operations  to  be  conducted.  Exploration 
and  mining  plans  shall  be  consistent  with 
and  responsive  to  the  requirements  of 
the  lease  or  permit  for  maximizing  re¬ 
covery  of  the  resources,  for  the  protection 
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of  non-mineral  resources  and  for  the 
reclamation  of  the  surface  of  the  lands 
affected  by  the  operations.  The  mining 
plan  must  show  that  reclamation  is  an 
integral  part  of  the  plan  and  will  pro¬ 
gress  contemporaneously  with  the  min¬ 
ing  operation  and  must  provide  suf&clent 
information  to  substantiate  the  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  the  proposed  reclamation 
method.  The  Mining  Supervisor,  after 
considering  all  comments  received  p\ir- 
suant  to  §  211.5(b),  shall  approve  or 
disapprove  the  plan  or  indicate  what 
modifications  are  necessary  to  conform 
to  the  provisions  of  the  applicable  regu¬ 
lations  and  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  permit  or  lease.  No  operations  shall 
be  conducted  except  in  accordance  with 
an  approved  plan. 

(b)  Exploration  plans.  The  Mining 
Supervisor  shall  require  that  an  explora¬ 
tion  plan  Include  all  of  the  following; 

( 1 )  A  description  of  the  environmental 
conditions  within  the  area  where  ex¬ 
ploration  is  to  be  conducted  and  a  gen¬ 
eral  description  of  the  regional  environ¬ 
mental  conditions. 

(2)  A  description  of  the  present  land 
use  within  and  adjacent  to  the  area  and 
the  projected  use  after  completion  of 
operations. 

(3)  A  narrative  description  including: 

(i)  Method  of  exploration  and  types 

of  equipment  to  be  used. 

(il)  Measures  to  be  taken  to  prevent 
or  control  fire,  soil  erosion,  pollution  of 
surface  and  ground  water,  pollution  of 
air,  damage  to  fish  and  wildlife  or  their 
habitat,  or  other  natural  resources  and 
hazards  to  public  health  and  safety. 
Such  measures  shall  include  the  actions 
necessary  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  applicable  Federal  and  State  envi¬ 
ronmental  regulatory  agencies. 

(ill)  Method  for  plugging  drill  holes. 
<lv)  Measures  to  be  taken  for  surface 
reclamation  which  shall  take  into  ac¬ 
count  the  impact  of  the  proposed  opera¬ 
tion  on  adjacent  land  uses  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  futiu’e  use  of  the  lands  explored 
and  shall  include; 

(A)  A  reclamation  schedule. 

(B)  Method  of  grading,  backfilling, 
and  contouring. 

(C)  Method  of  soil  preparation  and 
fertilizer  application. 

<D)  Type  and  mixtiuc  of  shrubs, 
trees,  grasses,  or  legxunes  to  be  planted. 

(E)  Method  of  planting,  including 
amoimt  and  spacing. 

(4)  Estimated  timetable  for  each 
phase  of  the  work  and  for  final  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  program. 

(5)  Five  copies  of  a  suitable  map  or 
aerial  photograph  showing  existing 
topographic,  cultural  and  drainage  fea¬ 
tures.  and  the  proposed  location  of  drill 
holes,  trenches,  access  roads,  etc. 

(c)  Mining  plans.  The  Mining  Super¬ 
visor  shall  require  that  a  mining  plan 
Include  all  of  the  following  as  appro¬ 
priate  to  either  surface  or  underground 
mines ; 

(1)  A  description  of  the  environmen¬ 
tal  conditions  within  the  area  where  min¬ 
ing  is  to  be  conducted  and  a  general 
description  of  the  regional  environ¬ 


mental  conditions.  The  description  of 
the  area  environmental  conditions  shall 
include  as  a  minimum  types,  depths, 
and  distribution  of  soils  and  types,  den¬ 
sity,  and  distribution  of  vegetation.  The 
description  of  the  regional  environ¬ 
mental  conditions  shall  include  a  month¬ 
ly  range  of  temperature,  precipitation, 
average  direction  and  velocity  of  pre¬ 
vailing  winds,  and  the  dominant  wild¬ 
life  species. 

(2)  The  conditions  of  the  land  cov¬ 
ered  by  the  mining  plan  prior  to  any 
mining  including; 

(i)  The  uses  existing  at  the  time  the 
mining  plan  is  submitted  for  approval, 
and  if  the  land  has  a  history  of  previous 
mining,  the  uses  which  preceded  any 
mining. 

(ii)  The  capability  of  the  land  prior 
to  any  mining  to  support  a  variety  of 
uses  giving  consideration  to  soil  and 
foimdation  characteristics,  topography 
and  vegetative  cover. 

(3)  The  use  which  Is  proposed  to  be 
made  of  the  land  following  reclamation, 
including  a  discussion  of  the  utility  and 
capacity  of  the  reclaimed  land  to  sup¬ 
port  a  variety  of  alternative  uses  and 
the  relationship  of  such  use  to  existing 
land  use  policies  and  plans,  and  the 
comments  of  any  State  and  local  gov¬ 
ernments  or  agencies  thereof  which 
would  have  to  approve  or  authorize  the 
proposed  use  of  the  land  following 
reclamation. 

(4)  A  detailed  description  of  how  the 
proposed  postmining  land  use  is  to  be 
achieved  and  the  necessary  support 
activities  which  may  be  needed  to 
achieve  the  proposed  land  use. 

(5)  A  narrative  description  including: 
(1)  Natiure^and  extent  of  the  coal  de¬ 
posit,  including  estimated  recoverable 
reserves. 

(ii)  Method  of  mining,  including 
mining  sequence  and  production  rate. 

(iii)  The  engineering  techniques  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  used  in  mining  and  reclama¬ 
tion  and  a  description  of  the  major 
equipment;  the  plan  for  the  control  of 
surface  water  drainage  and  of  water  ac¬ 
cumulation;  the  plan,  where  appropriate, 
for  backfilling,  soil  stabilization,  and 
compacting,  grading,  and  appropriate 
re  vegetation  (where  vegetation  existed 
immediately  prior  to  mining) ;  and  esti¬ 
mate  of  the  cost  per  acre  of  the  reclama¬ 
tion,  including  a  statement  as  to  how  the 
operator  plans  to  comply  with  each  of 
the  requirements  set  out  in  §  211.37(a) 
of  this  part. 

(iv)  The  anticipated  or  actual  start¬ 
ing  and  termination  dates  of  each  phase 
of  the  mining  operation  and  niunber  of 
acres  of  land  to  be  affected. 

(v)  The  steps  to  be  taken  to  comply 
with  applicable  air  and  water  quality 
laws  and  regulations  and  any  applicable 
health  and  safety  standards. 

(vi)  The  consideration  which  has  been 
given  to  developing  reclamation  in  a 
manner  consistent  with  local,  physical, 
environmental,  and  climatological  condi¬ 
tions  and  current  mining  and  reclama¬ 
tion  technologies. 

(vii)  The  consideration  which  has 
been  given  to  insuring  the  maximum 


practicable  recovery  of  the  mineral  re¬ 
source. 

(viii)  A  detailed  estimated  timetable 
for  the  accomplishment  of  each  major 
step  of  reclamation. 

(ix)  The  consideration  which  has  been 
given  to  making  the  surface  mining  and 
reclamation  operations  consistent  with 
applicable  State  and  local  land  use  plans 
and  programs. 

(x)  Method  of  abandoning  mine  open¬ 
ings.  including  mine  portals,  shafts, 
slopes  and  Entries. 

(xi)  The  logs  and  analyses  of  core 
samples  taken  of  the  strata  and  a  de¬ 
scription  of  the  method  of  depositing  the 
spoils  based  on  these  samples. 

(xii)  A  description  of  the  hydrologic 
consequences,  if  any.  of  the  mining  and 
reclamation  operations,  both  on  and  off 
the  mine  site,  with  respect  to  the  hydro- 
logic  regime,  quantity  and  quality  of 
water  in  surface  and  ground  water  sys¬ 
tems.  including  sufficient  data  regarding 
dissolved  and  suspended  solids  xmder  sea¬ 
sonal  fiow  conditions  and  sufficient  data 
for  the  mine  site  and  surroimding  area 
so  that  an  assessment  can  be  made  of  the 
probable  cumulative  Impacts  of  the  an¬ 
ticipated  mining  operation  upon  the  hy¬ 
drology  of  the  area. 

(6)  Five  copies  of  suitable  maps  or 
aerial  photographs  showing: 

(I)  Topographic,  cultural,  and  nat¬ 
ural  drainage  features,  roads,  and  vehic¬ 
ular  trails. 

(il)  The  name  of  the  watershed  and 
location  of  the  surface  stream  or  tribu¬ 
tary  into  which  mine  waters  will  be  dis¬ 
charged,  if  applicable. 

(iii)  Cross-section  maps  or  plans  of 
the  land  to  be  affected  Including  the  ac¬ 
tual  area  to  be  mined,  showing  pertinent 
elevation  and  location  of  test  borings  or 
core  samplings  and  depicting  the  follow¬ 
ing  information :  the  nature  and  depth  of 
the  various  strata  of  overburden;  the 
location  of  subsurface  water,  if  encoun¬ 
tered,  and  its  quality;  the  nature  and 
thickness  of  any  coal  or  rider  seam  above 
the  coal  seam  to  be  mined;  the  nature 
of  the  stratum  immediately  beneath  the 
coal  seam  to  be  mined;  all  mineral  crop 
lines  and  the  strike  and  dip  of  the  cosil 
to  be  mined  within  the  area  of  land  to 
be  affected;  existing  or  previous  surface 
mining  limits;  the  location  and  extent  of 
known  workings  or  any  underground 
mines,  including  mine  openings  to  the 
surface;  the  location  of  aquifers;  the  esti¬ 
mated  elevation  of  the  water  table;  the 
location  of  spoil,  waste,  or  refuse  areas 
and  topsoil  preservation  areas;  the  loca¬ 
tion  of  all  impoimdments  for  waste  or 
erosion  control;  any  settling  or  water 
treatment  facilities;  constructed  or  nat¬ 
ural  drainways  and  the  location  of  any 
discharges  to  any  surface  body  of  water 
on  the  area  of  land  to  be  affected  or 
adjacent  thereto:  and  profiles  at  appro¬ 
priate  cross-sections  of  the  anticipated 
final  surface  configuration  that  will  be 
achieved  pursuant  to  the  operator’s  pro¬ 
posed  reclamation  activities. 

(Iv)  Size  and  locations  for  mine  and 
surface  structures  and  facilities. 

(V)  For  an  underground  mine,  the 
planned  mine  layout,  including  location 
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of  shafts,  slopes,  drifts,  main  haulage¬ 
way,  aircourses,  entries  and  barrier  pil¬ 
lars;  and  the  proposed  widths  of  all 
slopes,  entries,  haulageways,  aircourses, 
rooms,  crosscuts,  and  barrier  pillars. 

(d)  Changes  in  plans.  Exploration 
and  mining  plans  may  be  reasonably  re- 
\l3ed  or  supplemented  by  the  Mining 
Supervisor  at  any  time  to  adjust  to 
changed  conditions  or  to  correct  an  over¬ 
sight.  If  the  operator  seeks  to  obtain  ap¬ 
proval  of  a  changed  or  supplemental 
plan,  he  shall  submit  a  written  statement 
of  the  proposed  changes  or  suwjlement 
and  the  justification  for  the  proposed 
changes, 

§  211.11  Approaching  oil,  gas,  or  water 

wells. 

When  mining  operations  ai)proach 
wells  or  bore  holes  that  may  liberate  oil, 
gas,  water,  or  other  fluid  substances,  the 
lessee  shall  present  his  plans  for  min¬ 
ing  the  coal  in  proximity  to  such  holes 
to  the  Mining  Supervisor  and  obtain  his 
approval  before  proceeding  with  the 
work  planned. 

§  211.12  Mine  maps. 

(a)  General  requirements.  The  oper¬ 
ator  shall  maintain  an  accurate  and  up- 
to-date  map  of  the  mine,  drawn  to  a  scale 
acceptable  to  the  Mining  Supervisor.  All 
maps  shall  be  appropriately  marked  with 
reference  to  Government  landmarks  or 
lines  and  elevations  with  reference  to  sea 
level.  Copies  of  such  maps  shall  be  prop¬ 
erly  posted  to  date  and  furnished,  in 
duplicate,  to  the  Mining  Supervisor  an¬ 
nually  or  at  such  other  times  as  he  deems 
necessary.  Before  any  mine  or  section  of 
a  mine  is  abandoned,  closed  or  made  in¬ 
accessible,  a  survey  of  such  mine  or  sec¬ 
tion  shall  be  made  and  recorded  on  the 
map.  All  excavations  in  each  separate  bed 
shall  be  shown  in  such  a  manner  that  the 
production  of  coal  for  any  royalty  period 
can  be  accurately  ascertained.  Addi¬ 
tionally,  the  map  shall  show  the  name  of 
the  mine;  the  name  of  the  lessee;  the 
Land  Office  serial  number,  or  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs  lease  or  t}ermit  contract 
number,  tribal  name  of  tribal  land,  allot¬ 
ment  number  if  allotted  land,  and  name 
of  Indian  reservation;  the  lease  boundary 
lines;  surface  buildings,  dip  of  the  coal 
bed;  true  north;  the  map  scale;  and  ex¬ 
planatory  legend;  and  such  other  infor¬ 
mation  as  the  Mining  Supervisor  shall 
request. 

(b)  Underground  mine  maps.  Under¬ 
ground  mine  maps  shall,  in  addition  to 
the  general  requirement  of  paragraih 
(a)  of  this  section,  show  all  mine  work¬ 
ings;  the  date  of  extension  of  the  mine 
workings,  and  a  coal  section  at  each 
entry  face;  the  location  of  all  surface 
mine  fans;  the  position  of  all  Are  walls, 
dams,  main  pumps.  Are  pipelines,  perma¬ 
nent  ventilating  stoppings,  doors,  over¬ 
casts,  undercasts,  permanent  seals  and 
regulators;  the  direction  of  the  ventilat¬ 
ing  current  in  the  various  parts  of  the 
mine  at  the  time  of  making  the  latest  sur¬ 
veys;  sealed  su'eas,  known  bodies  of  stand¬ 
ing  water,  either  in  or  above  the  workings 
of  the  mine,  areas  affected  by  squeezes; 
the  elevations  of  siurface  and  under¬ 
ground  levels  of  all  shafts,  slopes  or 


drifts;  and  the  elevation  of  the  floor  or 
bottom  of  the  mine  workings  at  regular 
intervals  in  main  entries,  panels  or  sec¬ 
tions,  and  sump  areas. 

(c)  Surface  mine  maps.  Surface  mine 
maps  shall,  in  addition  to  the  general 
requirements  of  psiragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  include  date  of  extension  of  the 
mine  workings  and  a  coal  section  at  each 
working  face;  all  worked  out  areas;  the 
stripped  but  unmined  coal  bed;  and  the 
elevation  of  the  top  of  the  coal  beds 
and  the  surface. 

(d)  Profiles  of  steeply  dipping  beds: 
vertical  view  of  workings.  When  required 
by  the  Mining  Supervisor,  vertical  pro¬ 
jections  and  cross-sections  shall  accom¬ 
pany  plan  views  of  steeply  dipping  beds. 

(e)  Other  maps.  The  operator  shall 
prepare  such  other  maps  of  the  leased 
lands  as  in  the  judgment  of  the  Mining 
Sup>ervisor  are  necessary  to  show  the 
surface  boundaries;  location,  surface  ele¬ 
vation,  depth  and  thickness  of  the  coal 
and  total  depth  of  each  bore  hole;  im¬ 
provements;  reclamation  completed; 
topography,  including  subsidence  result¬ 
ing  from  mining;  and  the  geological  con¬ 
ditions  as  determined  from  outcrops, 
drill  holes,  exploration  or  mining. 

(f)  Accuracy  of  maps.  The  accuracy 
of  maps  furnished  shsiu  be  certifled  by 
a  professional  engineer,  professional  land 
surveyor,  or  other  professionally  quali¬ 
fied  person. 

§211.13  Failure  of  le!<see  to  furiii»«h 
maps. 

(a)  Liability  of  lessee  for  expense  of 
survey.  If  the  operator  fails  to  furnish  a 
required  map,  the  Mining  Supervisor 
shall  employ  a  competent  mine  surveyor 
to  make  a  survey  and  a  map  of  the  mine, 
the  cost  of  which  shall  be  charged  to  and 
promptly  paid  by  the  operator. 

(b)  Incorrect  maps.  If  any  map  sub¬ 
mitted  by  an  operator  is  believed  to  be 
incorrect,  the  Mining  Supervisor  may 
cause  a  survey  to  be  made.  If  the  sur¬ 
vey  shows  the  maps  submitted  by  the 
lessee  to  be  substantially  incorrect  in 
whole  or  in  part,  the  cost  of  making  the 
smvey  and  preparing  the  map  shall  be 
charged  to  and  promptly  paid  by  the 
operator. 

Prospecting  and  Exploration  Operations 

§  211.20  Information  required  to  be 
submitted. 

The  operator  shall  submit  promptly 
to  the  Mining  Supervisor  tqxin  request, 
completion,  suspension  of  prospecting  or 
exploration  operations,  or  as  provided  in 
the  leases  and  permits,  signed  copies,  in 
duplicate,  of  records  and  geologic  inter¬ 
pretation  of  all  prospecting  (^rations 
performed  on  the  lease  or  permit  lands, 
including  recoverable  reserve  calcula¬ 
tions,  along  with  vertical  cross-sections 
through  the  land  and  a  map  showing  the 
exact  location  of  coal  outcrops,  all  drill 
holes,  trenches  and  other  prospecting 
activities.  The  records  shall  include  a  log 
of  all  strata  penetrated  and  conditions 
encoimtered,  such  as  water,  quicksand, 
g£is,  or  any  imusual  conditions;  copies 
of  all  other  in-hole  surveys,  such  as  elec¬ 
tric  logs,  gamma  ray-neutron  logs,  sonic 


logs  or  any  other  logs  produced;  and 
copies  of  coal  analyses  and  results  of 
other  tests  conducted  on  the  land.  All 
drill  holes,  troches,  and  excavations  will 
be  logged  under  the  supervision  of  a 
competent  geologist  or  engineer.  Unless 
otherwise  authorized  by  the  Mining 
Supervisor,  at  least  one-fourth  of  the 
core  from  a  longitudinal  split  from  core 
holes  shall  be  retained  by  the  operator 
for  one  year  and  shall  be  available  for 
inspection  at  the  convenience  of  the 
Mining  Supervisor.  The  Mining  Super¬ 
visor  may  sample  such  parts  of  the  core 
and  cuttings  as  he  deems  advisable. 

§  211.21  Core  and  test  boles. 

(a)  Abandonment.  Drill  holes, 
trenches,  and  other  excavations  for  de¬ 
velopment  or  prospecting  shall  be  aban¬ 
doned  in  a  manner  to  protect  the  surface 
and  not  to  endanger  any  present  or  fu¬ 
ture  underground  operations  or  any  de¬ 
posit  of  oil,  gas,  other  mineral  substances, 
or  water  strata.  Methods  of  abandon- 
mait  shall  be  by  backfilling,  cementing 
or  capped  casing,  or  both,  or  by  methods 
approved  in  advance  by  the  Mining 
Supervisor. 

(b)  Surveillance  wells.  With  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Mining  Supeiwlsor,  drill 
holes  may  be  utilized  as  surveillance  wells 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  the  effect 
of  Bub^uent  operations  upon  the 
quantity,  quality,  or  pressure  of  ground 
water  or  mine  gases. 

(c)  Blowout  control  devices.  When 
drilling  on  lands  valuable  or  potentially 
valuable  for  oil  and  gas  or  geothermal 
resources,  the  operator  shall,  when  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Mining  Supervisor,  set  and 
cement  casing  in  the  hole  and  Install 
suitable  blowout  prevention  equipment. 

(d)  Use  of  wells  by  others.  Upon  re¬ 
ceipt  of  a  written  request  from  the  sur¬ 
face  owner  or  surface  administering 
agency,  the  Mining  Supervisor  may  ap¬ 
prove  the  transfer  of  an  exploratory  well 
for  further  use  as  a  water  well.  Approval 
of  such  well  transfer  will  be  accompanied 
by  a  corresponding  transfer  of  responsi¬ 
bility  for  any  liability  for  damage  and 
eventual  plugging. 

Mining  Methods  and  Mine  Abandonment 
§  211.30  C€>od  practice  to  be  observed. 

The  operator  shall  observe  good  prac¬ 
tice  following  the  highest  standards  in 
performing  any  operations  on  the  leased 
or  permit  lands. 

§  211.31  Maximum  recovery. 

(a)  Afaxtmuwi  recovery  and  protection 
for  future  use.  Mining  operations  shall  be 
conducted  in  a  manner  to  yield  the  max¬ 
imum  recovery  of  the  coal  deposits,  con- 
sistent  with  the  protection  and  use  of 
other  natural  resources,  soimd  economic 
practice,  and  the  protection  and  preser¬ 
vation  of  the  environment — ^land,  water, 
and  air. 

(b)  No  available  coal  to  be  abandoned. 
The  lessee  shall  not  leave  or  abandon 
any  coal  which  otherwise  could  be  safely 
recovered  by  approved  methods  of  min¬ 
ing  when  in  the  regular  course  of  mining 
operations  the  time  shall  arrive  for  min¬ 
ing  such  coal.  No  entry,  level,  or  panel 
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■workings  In  which  the  pillars  have  not 
been  completely  extracted  within  safe 
limits  shall  be  permanently  abandoned 
and  rendered  Inaccessible,  except  with 
the  written  approval  of  the  Ifining 
Supervisor. 

§  211.32  Multiple  scam  mining. 

<a)  Sequence  of  mining.  In  general, 
the  available  coal  in  the  upper  beds  shall 
be  worked  out  before  the  coal  in  the 
lower  beds  is  mined.  Simultaneous  work¬ 
ings  in  an  upper  coal  bed  shall  be  kept  tn 
advance  of  the  workings  in  each  lower 
bed.  The  Mining  Supervisor  may  author¬ 
ize  mining  of  any  lower  beds  before  min¬ 
ing  the  available  coal  in  each  known 
upper  bed. 

(b)  Protective  barrier  pillars  in  multi¬ 
ple  seam  mining.  In  areas  subject  to  mul¬ 
tiple  seam  extraction,  the  protective  bar¬ 
rier  pillars  for  all  main  and  secondary 
slope  entries,  main  haulageways,  pri¬ 
mary  alrcourses,  bleeder  entries  and 
manways  in  each  seam  shall  be  superim¬ 
posed  regardless  of  vertical  separation  or 
rock  competency:  however,  modifica¬ 
tions,  exceptions,  or  variations  of  this  re¬ 
quirement  may  be  approved  in  advance 
by  the  Mining  Superior. 

g  211.33  Advance  workings;  under¬ 
ground  mines. 

"Where  the  room  and  pillar  or  other 
system  of  mining  requires  advance  work¬ 
ings  in  solid  coal,  including  entries, 
rooms  or  crosscuts,  the  lessee  shall  leave 
sufficient  pillars  to  Insure  the  ultimate 
maximiun  recovery  of  the  coal  deposits. 

§211.34  Pillar  extraction. 

(a)  The  pillar  recovery  plan  must  be 
approved  in  advance  by  the  Mining 
Supervisor. 

(b)  "Where  full  pillar  recovery  is  im- 
dertaken,  extraction  shall  be  such  as  to 
allow  total  caving  of  the  main  roof  in 
the  pillared  area. 

<c)  Pillars  of  substantial  size  which 
must  be  abandoned  prematurely  due  to 
safety  considerations  must  be  drilled 
and  shot.  If  possible,  to  reduce  their  size 
so  as  to  minimize  undue  forces  overrid¬ 
ing  the  working  places. 

(d)  Pillaring  methods  shall  be  de¬ 
signed  to  eliminate  pillar  points  and 
pillars  that  project  in  by  the  breakline. 

(e)  The  overall  pillar  recovery  system 
shall  be  designed  to  minimize  the  pos¬ 
sibility  of  outbursts,  bovmces  and 
squeezes. 

§  2 1 1 .35  Pillars  left  for  support. 

(a)  Barrier  pillars.  The  operator  shall 
not,  without  the  prior  consent  of  the  Min¬ 
ing  Supervisor,  mine  any  coal,  drive  any 
underground  workings,  or  drill  any  lat¬ 
eral  bore  holes  within  50  feet  of  any  of 
the  outside  boundary  lines  of  the  leased 
lands,  nor  within  such  greater  distance 
of  said  boundary  lines  as  the  Mining  Su¬ 
pervisor  may  prescribe.  Payment  up  to 
and  including  the  full  value  of  the  coal 
mined  may  be  required  for  coal  mined 
within  such  designated  distances  of  the 
boundary  without  the  written  consent  of 
the  Mining  Supervisor. 

(b)  Lessee  may  be  required  to  mine 
barrier  pillars  on  adjacent  lands.  If  the 


coal  on  land  covered  by  these  regulations 
beyond  any  barrier  pillar  has  been 
worked  out  and  the  water  level  beyond 
the  pillar  is  below  the  lessee’s  adjacent 
operations,  the  lessee  shall,  on  the  writ¬ 
ten  demand  of  the  Mining  Supervisor, 
mine  out  and  remove  all  available  Fed¬ 
eral  coal  in  such  barrier,  both  in  the 
lands  covered  by  the  lease  and  in  the 
adjoining  premises.  If  it  can  be  mined 
without  hardship  to  the  lessee. 

■  (c)  Privately  or  tribally  owned  coal  on 

adjoining  premises.  If  the  coal  mining 
rights  in  adjoining  premises  are  privately 
or  tribally  owned  and  this  coal  has  been 
worked  out,  an  agreement  may  be  made 
with  the  coal  owner  for  the  extraction  of 
the  coal  remaining  in  the  boimdary  pil¬ 
lars  which  otherwise  may  be  lost. 

§  211.36  Development  of  leased  tract 

through  adjoining  mines. 

An  (H>erator  may  mine  leased  land 
from  an  adjoining  undergrovmd  mine  on 
land  privately  owned  or  controlled  or 
from  adjacent  leased  lands,  under  the 
following  conditions: 

(a)  The  entire  mine  and  operations 
therein  Including  that  part  on  land  pri¬ 
vately  owned  or  controlled  shall  conform 
to  all  the  regulations  in  this  part. 

(b)  Free  access  for  inspection  of  said 
connecting  mine  on  land  privately  owned 
or  controlled  shall  be  given  at  any  rea¬ 
sonable  time  to  the  Mining  Supervisor  or 
his  representative. 

§  211.37  Surface  mining. 

(a)  Performance  standards  for  recla¬ 
mation  of  mined  areas.  Performance 
standards  for  the  reclamation  of  mined 
areas  affected  by  coal  surface  mining  op¬ 
erations  shall  require  the  operator  as  a 
minimum  to; 

(1)  Conduct  surface  coal  mining  op¬ 
erations  so  as  to  maximize  the  utilization 
and  conservation  of  the  solid  fuel  re¬ 
source  being  recovered  so  that  reaffecting 
the  land  in  the  future  through  surface 
coal  mining  can  be  minimized. 

(2)  Restore  the  land  affected  to  a  con¬ 
dition  at  least  fully  capable  of  supporting 
all  actual  or  practicable  uses  which  it  was 
capable  of  supporting  prior  to  any  min¬ 
ing,  or  higher  or  better  uses  of  which 
there  is  a  reasonable  likelihood,  so  long 
as  such  use  or  uses  do  not  present  any 
actual  or  probable  hazard  to  public 
health  or  safety  or  pose  any  actual  or 
probable  threat  of  water  diminution  or 
pollution,  and  the  operator’s  declared 
proposed  land  use  following  reclamation 
is  not  deemed  to  be  impractical  or  unrea¬ 
sonable,  inconsistent  with  applicable 
land  use  policies  and  plans,  involves  im- 
reasonable  delay  in  implementation,  or 
is  violative  of  Federal,  State,  or  local 
laws. 

(3)  With  respect  to  all  surface  coal 
mining  operations  backfill,  compact 
(where  advisable  to  insure  stability  or  to 
prevent  leaching  of  toxic  materials) ,  and 
grade  in  order  to  restore  the  approximate 
original  contour  of  the  land  with  all  high- 
walls,  spoil  piles,  and  depressions  elimi¬ 
nated,  unless  small  depressions  are 
needed  in  order  to  retain  moisture  to  as¬ 
sist  revegetation  or  as  otherwise  author¬ 
ized  pursuant  to  this  part;  provided,  how¬ 


ever.  that  in  surface  coal  mining  which 
is  carried  out  at  the  same  location  over 
a  substantial  period  of  time  where  the 
operation  transacts  the  coal  deposit,  and 
the  thickness  of  the  coal  deposits  rela¬ 
tive  to  the  volume  of  overburden  is  large, 
and  where  the  operator  demonstrates 
that  the  overburden  and  other  spoil  and 
waste  materials  at  a  particular  point  in 
the  mining  site  or  otherwise  available 
from  the  entire  mining  site  is  insufiBcient, 
giving  due  consideration  to  volumetric 
expansion,  to  restore  the  approximate 
original  contour,  the  operator,  at  a  mini¬ 
mum,  shall  backfill,  grade,  and  compact 
(where  advisable)  using  all  available 
overburden  and  other  spoil  and  waste 
materials  to  attain  the  lowest  practicable 
grade  but  not  more  than  the  angle  of 
repose,  to  provide  adequate  drainage  and 
to  cover  aU  acid  forming  and  other  toxic 
materials,  in  order  to  achieve  an  eco¬ 
logically  sound  land  use  compatible  with 
the  siUTOundlng  region;  and  provided 
further,  that  in  surface  coal  mining 
where  the  volume  of  overburden  is  large 
relative  to  the  thickness  of  the  coal  de¬ 
posit  and  where  the  operator  demon¬ 
strates  that  due  to  volumetric  expansion 
the  amount  of  overburden  and  other 
spoil  and  waste  materials  removed  in  the 
course  of  the  mining  operation  is  more 
than  sufficient  to  restore  the  approximate 
original  contour,  the  operator  shall  after 
restoring  the  approximate  contour,  back¬ 
fill,  grade,  and  compact  (where  advis¬ 
able)  the  excess  overburden  and  other 
spoil  and  waste  materials  to  attain  the 
lowest  grade  but  not  more  than  the  angle 
of  repose,  and  to  cover  all  acid-forming 
and  other  toxic  materials,  in  order  to 
achieve  an  ecologically  sound  land  use 
compatible  with  the  surrounding  region 
and  that  such  overburden  or  spoil  shall 
be  shaped  and  graded  in  such  a  way  as 
to  prevent  slides,  erosion,  and  water  pol¬ 
lution  and  is  revegetated  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  this  part. 

(4)  Stabilize  and  protect  all  surface 
areas  including  spoil  piles  affected  by  the 
mining  and  reclamation  operation  to  ef¬ 
fectively  control  erosion  and  attendant 
air  and  water  pollution. 

(5)  Remove  the  topsoil  from  the  land 
in  a  separate  layer,  replace  it  on  the  back¬ 
fill  area,  or  if  not  utilized  immediately, 
segregate  it  in  a  separate  pile  from  other 
spoil  and  when  the  topsoil  is  not  replaced 
on  a  backfill  area  within  a  time  short 
enough  to  avoid  deterioration  of  the  top¬ 
soil,  maintain  a  successful  cover  by  quick 
growing  plants  or  other  means  thereafter 
so  that  the  topsoil  is  preserved  from  wind 
and  water  erosion,  remains  free  of  any 
contamination  by  other  acid  or  toxic 
material,  and  is  in  a  usable  condition  for 
sustaining  vegetation  when  restored  dur¬ 
ing  reclamation,  except  if  topsoil  is  of  in¬ 
sufficient  quantity  or  of  poor  quality  for 
sustaining  vegetation,  or  if  other  strata 
can  be  shown  ..to  be  more  suitable  for 
vegetation  requirements,  then  the  opera¬ 
tor  shall  remove,  segregate,  and  preserve 
in  a  like  manner  such  other  strata  which 
is  best  able  to  support  vegetation. 

(6)  Restore  the  topsoil  or  the  best 
available  subsoil  which  has  been 
segregated  and  preserved. 
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(7)  Protect  offsite  areas  from  slides 
or  damage  occurring  during  surface  min¬ 
ing  and  reclamation  operations,  and  not 
deposit  spoil  material  or  locate  any  part 
of  the  operations  or  waste  accumulations 
outside  the  mining  site. 

(8)  Create,  If  authorized  In  the  ap¬ 
proved  mining  plan,  permanent  im¬ 
poundments  of  water  on  mining  sites  as 
part  of  reclamation  activities  only  when 
it  is  adequately  demonstrated  that; 

(i)  The  size  of  the  impoundment  is 
adequate  for  its  intended  purposes. 

(ii)  The  impoundment  dam  construc¬ 
tion  will  be  so  designed  as  to  achieve  nec¬ 
essary  stability  with  an  adequate  margin 
of  safety  compatible  with  that  of  struc¬ 
tures  constructed  under  Pub.  L.  83-566 
(16  U.S.C.  1006). 

(iii)  The  quality  of  impounded  water 
will  be  suitable  on  a  permanent  basis  for 
its  intended  use  and  that  discharges 
from  the  impoundment  will  not  degrade 
the  water  quality  in  the  receiving  stream. 

(iv)  The  level  of  water  will  be  reason¬ 
ably  stable. 

(V)  Final  grading  will  provide  ade¬ 
quate  safety  and  access  for  proposed 
water  users. 

(vl)  Such  water  impoundments  will 
not  result  in  the  diminution  of  the 
quality  or  quantity  of  water  utilized  by 
adjacent  or  surrounding  landowners  for 
agricultural,  industrial,  recreational,  or 
domestic  uses. 

(9)  Fill  all  auger  holes  with  an  im¬ 
pervious  and  noncombusUble  material  in 
order  to  prevent  drainage. 

(10)  Minimize  the  disturbances  to  the 
prevailing  hydrologic  balance  at  the  mine 
site  and  in  associated  offsite  areas  and  to 
the  quality  and  quantity  of  water  in  sm- 
face  and  groimd  water  systems,  both  dur¬ 
ing  and  after  surface  coal  mining  opera¬ 
tions  and  during  reclamation  by : 

(i)  Avoiding  acid  or  other  toxic  mine 
drainage  by  such  measures  as.  but  not 
limited  to,  preventing  or  removing  water 
freon  contract  with  toxic  producing  de¬ 
posits;  treating  drainage  to  reduce  toxic 
content  which  adversely  affects  down¬ 
stream  water  upon  being  released  to 
water  courses;  or  casing,  sealing,  or 
otherwise  managing  bore  holes,  shafts, 
and  wells  to  keep  acid  or  other  toxic 
drainage  from  entering  ground  and  sur¬ 
face  waters. 

(ii)  Conducting  surface  mining  opera¬ 
tions  so  as  to  prevent  to  the  maximum 
extent  practicable  additional  contribu¬ 
tions  of  suspended  solids  to  streamflow 
or  nmoff  outside  the  mining  site  above 
natural  levels  imder  seasonal  flow  con¬ 
ditions  as  measured  prior  to  any  mining, 
and  avoiding  channel  deepening  or  en¬ 
largement  in  operations  requiring  the 
discharge  of  water  from  mines. 

(iii)  Removing  temporary  or  large 
slltation  structures  from  drainwasrs  after 
disturbed  areas  are  revegetated  and 
stabilized. 

(iv)  Restoring  recharge  capacity  of 
the  aquifer  at  the  mine  site  to  approx¬ 
imate  premining  conditions. 

(V)  Preserving  to  the  maximum  ex¬ 
tent  practicable  throughout  the  mining 
and  reclamation  process  the  hydrologic 
Integrity  of  alluvial  valley  floors  in  arid 
and  semiarid  areas. 
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(vl)  Such  other  actions  as  the  Mining 
Supervisor  may  prescribe. 

(11)  With  respect  to  surface  disposal  of 
mine  wastes,  coal  processing  wastes,  and 
other  wastes  in  areas  other  than  the 
mine  working  or  excavations,  stabilize 
all  waste  piles  in  designated  areas 
through  construction  in  compacted  lay¬ 
ers,  Including  the  use  of  incombustible 
and  impervious  materials,  if  necessary, 
and  assure  the  final  contour  of  the  waste 
pile  will  be  compatible  with  natural  sur¬ 
roundings  and  that  the  site  can  and  will 
be  stabilized  and  revegetated  according 
to  the  provisions  of  this  part. 

(12)  Refrain  from  surface  coal  mining 
within  500  feet  from  active  and  aban¬ 
doned  underground  mines  in  order  to 
prevent  breakthroughs  and  to  protect 
the  health  or  safety  of  miners:  Pro¬ 
vided,  that  the  Mining  Supervisor  may 
permit  an  <merator  to  mine  closer  to  an 
active  or  abandoned  vmdergrovmd  mine 
where  this  does  not  create  hazards  to  the 
health  and  safety  of  miners  and  shall 
permit  an  operator  to  mine  near,  through 
or  partially  through  an  abandoned  un¬ 
derground  mine  working  where  such 
mining  through  MU  achieve  improved 
resource  recovery,  abatement  of  water 
pollution,  or  elimination  of  public  haz¬ 
ards,  and  such  mining  shaU  be  consistent 
with  the  provisions  of  this  park 

(13)  With  respect  to  the  use  of  exist¬ 
ing  or  new  impoimdments  for  the  dispo¬ 
sal  of  coal  mine  wastes,  coal  processing 
wastes,  or  other  liquid  or  soUd  wastes, 
incorporate  the  best  engineering  prac¬ 
tices  for  the  design  and  construction  of 
water  retention  facUities  and  (X)nstruct 
or  reconstruct  such  faciUties  to  insure 
that  the  construction  wiU  be  so  designed 
to  achieve  necessary  stabUity  with  an 
adequate  margin  of  safety  to  protect  the 
health  and  safety  of  the  public,  and 
which  at  a  minimum.  Is  compatible  with 
that  of  structures  constructed  under  Pub. 
L.  83-566  (16  U.S.C.  1006) ;  that  leachate 
wUl  not  poUute  smface  or  ground  water; 
that  no  mine  waste  such  as  coal  fines  and 
slimes  determined  as  unsuitable  for  con¬ 
struction  constituents  by  sound  engi¬ 
neering  methods  and  design  practices  are 
used  in  the  construction  of  water  im¬ 
poimdments,  water  retention  facilities, 
dams,  or  settling  ponds;  and  that  the 
structures  are  so  located  as  to  minimize 
danger  to  the  public  health  and  safety. 

(14)  Insure  that  all  debris,  acid  form¬ 
ing  materials,  toxic  materials,  or  mate¬ 
rials  constituting  a  fire  hazard  are 
treated  or  disposed  of  in  a  manner  de¬ 
signed  to  prevent  contamination  of 
ground  or  surface  waters  or  sustained 
combustion. 

(15)  Insure  that  explosives  are  used 
only  in  accordance  with  existing  State 
and  Federal  law  and  the  requirements 
specified  by  the  Mining  Supervisor  which 
shall  include  provisions  to : 

(i)  Provide  adequate  advance  written 
notice  by  publication  and/or  posting  of 
the  planned  blasting  schedule  to  local 
governments  and  to  residents  who  might 
be  affected  by  the  use  of  such  explosives 
and  maintain  for  a  period  of  at  least  two 
years  a  log  of  the  magnitudes  and  times 
of  blasts. 


(ii)  Limit  the  type  of  explosives  and 
detonating  equipment,  the  size,  the  tim¬ 
ing  and  frequency  of  blasts  based  upon 
the  physical  conditions  of  the  site  so  as 
to  prevent  injury  to  persons,  damage  to 
public  and  private  property  outside  the 
mining  site,  adverse  impacts  on  any  un¬ 
derground  mine,  and  change  in  the 
course,  channel,  or  availability  of  ground 
or  surface  water  outside  the  mining  side. 

(16)  Insure  that  all  reclamation  ef¬ 
forts  proceed  in  an  environmentally 
soimd  manner  and  as  contemporaneously 
as  practicable  with  the  surface  mining 
operations. 

(17)  Insure  that  construction,  main¬ 
tenance,  and  postmining  conditions  of 
access  roads  into  and  across  the  site  of 
operations  will  control  or  prevent  erosion 
and  siltation,  pollution  of  water,  damage 
to  fish  or  wildlife  or  their  habitat,  or  pub¬ 
lic  or  private  property,  except  that  the 
Mining  Supervisor  may  permit  the  re¬ 
tention  after  mining  of  certain  access 
roads  where  consistent  with  land  use 
plans  and  programs  and  where  necessary 
may  permit  a  limited  exception  to  the 
restoration  of  approximate  original  con¬ 
tour  for  that  purpose. 

(18)  Refrain  from  the  construction  of 
roads  or  other  access  ways  up  a  stream 
bed  or  drainage  channel  or  in  such  prox¬ 
imity  to  such  channel  so  as  to  s^- 
ously  alter  the  normal  flow  of  water. 

(19)  Establish  on  the  regraded  areas, 
and  all  other  lands  affected,  a  diverse,  ef¬ 
fective  and  permanent  vegetative  cover 
native  to  the  area  of  land  to  be  affected 
and  capable  of  self -regeneration  and 
plant  succession  at  least  equal  in  ex¬ 
tent  of  cover  to  the  natural  vegetation  of 
the  area;  except,  that  introduced  species 
may  be  usd  in  the  revegetation  process 
where  desirable  and  necessary  to  achieve 
the  approved  postmining  land  use  plan. 

(20)  Assiune  the  responsibility  for  suc¬ 
cessful  revegetation,  as  required  by  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (19)  of  this  section,  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  five  full  years  after  the  last  year 
of  augmented  seeding,  fertilizing,  irriga¬ 
tion,  or  other  work  in ‘order  to  assure 
compliance  with  paragraph  (a)  (19)  of 
this  section,  except  in  those  areas  or 
regions  of  the  country  where  the  tumual 
average  precipitation  is  26  inches  or  less, 
then  the  operator’s  assumption  of  re¬ 
sponsibility  and  liability  will  extend  for  a 
period  of  10  full  years  after  the  last 
year  of  augmented  seeding,  fertilizing, 
irrigation,  or  other  work;  except  when 
the  Mining  Supervisor  approves  a  long¬ 
term  intensive  agricultural  postmining 
land  use  the  applicable  5  or  10-year 
period  of  respons^ility  for  revegetation 
shall  commence  at  the  date  of  initial 
planting  for  such  long-term  intensive 
agricultural  postmining  land  use;  and 
except  further  that  when  the  Mining 
Supervisor  approves  a  long-term,  inten¬ 
sive,  agricultural  postmining  land  use 
as  part  of  the  mining  plan,  he  may  grant 
exceptions  to  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
(a)  (19)  of  this  section. 

(21)  Meet  such  other  criteria  as  are 
necessary  to  achieve  reclamation  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  purposes  of  this  part, 
taking  into  consideration  the  physical, 
climatological,  and  other  characteristics 
of  the  site,  and  to  insure  the  maximum 
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practicable  recovery  of  the  mineral 
resotirces. 

(b)  Fire  prevention.  Accumulations  of 
slack  coal  or  combustible  waste  shall  be 
stored  in  a  location  and  manner  so  as 
not  to  be  a  fire  hazard.  If  a  coal  seam 
exposed  by  surface  mining  or  accumula¬ 
tion  of  slack  coal  or  combustible  waste 
becomes  ignited  dining  the  term  of  a 
lease,  the  operator  will  immediately  ex¬ 
tinguish  the  fire. 

(c)  Coal  face  to  he  covered  in  strip 
pits.  Upon  completion  or  indefinite  sus¬ 
pension  of  mlifing  operations  in  all  or 
any  part  of  a  strip  pit.  the  face  of  the 
coal  shall  be  covered  with  non-combus¬ 
tible  material  that  will  effectively  pre¬ 
vent  the  coal  bed  from  becoming  ignited. 

(d)  Underground  utorkings  from  any 
strip  pit.  The  driving  of  any  underground 
openings  by  auger  or  other  methods  from 
any  strU>  pit  shall  not  be  undertaken 
without  prior  written  approval  of  the 
Mining  i^ipervisor. 

$  211.38  Mining  isolated  blocks  of  non- 

leased  coal. 

Narrow  strips  of  coal  which  are  owned 
by  the  United  States  between  leased 
lands  and  the  outcrop,  or  small  blocks 
of  coal  which  are  owned  by  the  United 
States  adjacent  to  leased  land  that  would 
otherwise  be  isolated  or  lost  may  be 
mined  on  written  authorization  of  the 
Mining  Supervisor. 

§211.39  Mine  abandonment;  sui-faee 
openings. 

(a)  General  requirement  for  abandon¬ 
ment.  The  operator  shall  substantially 
backfill,  fence,  protect  or  otherwise  ef¬ 
fectively  close  all  surface  openings,  auger 
holes,  subsidence  holes,  surface  excava¬ 
tions  or  workings  which  are  a  hazard  to 
Iteople  or  animals.  Such  protective  meas¬ 
ures  shall  be  maintained  in  a  secure  con¬ 
dition  during  the  term  of  the  lease,  per¬ 
mit  or  license.  Before  permanent  aban¬ 
donment  of  operations,  all  openings  and 
excavations,  including  water  discharge 
points,  shall  be  closed  or  backfilled  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  mining  plan  approved  by 
the  Mining  Supervisor. 

(b)  Permanent  abandonment  of  shafts. 
Mine  shafts,  slopes  and  drift  openings 
shall  be  abandoned  in  a  permanent  man¬ 
ner.  All  prop>osals  for  abandoning  shafts, 
slopes,  and  drift  openings  must  have 
prior  approval  of  the  Mining  Supervisor. 

(c)  Temporary  abandonment  of  un¬ 
derground  mines.  Surface  openings  at  all 
underground  mines  which  are  temporar¬ 
ily  closed  shall  be  adequately  fenced  or 
equipped  with  a  substantial  incombusti¬ 
ble  gate  or  door  which  shall  remain 
locked  when  not  in  use.  Conspicuous 
signs  shall  be  posted  prohibiting  en¬ 
trance  of  unauthorized  persons.  Such 
temporary  abandonment  shall  not  re¬ 
lieve  the  operator  of  his  obligation  to 
comply  with  the  provisions  of  his  ap¬ 
proved  mining  plan. 

(d)  Permanent  abandonment — sur¬ 
face  mines  and  strip  pits.  Details  for  per¬ 
manent  abandonment  of  surface  mines 
and  strip  pits  shall  be  provided  in  the  ap¬ 
proved  mining  plan  required  imder  Sec¬ 
tion  211.10  of  this  part. 


(e)  Reclamation  and  clean-up.  Rec¬ 
lamation  and  clean-up  of  surface  areas 
around  and  near  permanently  aban¬ 
doned  underground  and  strip  mines,  In- 
'  eluding  removal  of  equipment  and  struc¬ 
tures  related  to  the  mining  operation, 
must  commence  without  delay  following 
cessation  of  mining  operations. 

Protection  Against  Mine  Hazards 

§  211.40  Abandonment  of  underground 
workings. 

Approval  for  abandonment  is  required. 

No  underground  workings  or  part  there¬ 
of  shall  be  permanently  abandoned  and 
rendered  inaccessible  without  the  writ¬ 
ten  approval  of  the  Mining  Supn^or. 

§211.41  Coal  dust. 

Accumulations  of  coal  dust,  loose  coal 
and  other  combustible  materials  shall 
not  be  permitted  to  accumulate  in  areas 
where  it  is  likely  to  cause  air  or  water 
pollution. 

Waste  From  Mining 
§  211.51  Disposal  of  mine  wasl«  or  re- 

(a)  The  operator  shall  dispose  of  all 
solid  wastes  resulting  from  the  mining 
and  preparation  of  coal  in  a  manner  that 
will  not  cause  air  and  water  pollution 
and  win  not  spontaneously  igr^. 

(b)  All  waste  or  rejects  containing 
practically  no  coal  shaU  be  deposited 
separately  and  apart  from  sized  coal  for 
which  no  immediate  market  exists.  Waste 
piles  shall  be  shaped  to  blend  into  the 
surrounding  area,  covered  with  topsoil 
and  revegetated. 

(c)  Waste  containing  coal  in  such 
quantity  that  it  may  be  later  separated 
from  the  waste  by  washing  or  other 
means  shaU  also  be  stored  separately. 

Production  Records,  Royalty  and 
Audits 

§  211.60  Production  r<H;ords. 

(a)  Lessees  shall  maintain  books  in 
which  will  be  kept  a  correct  account  by 
weight  of  all  coal  mined;  coal  sold,  to 
whom  sold  and  the  price  received;  coal 
stored,  coal  used  on  the  premises;  and 
coal  otherwise  disposed  of. 

(b)  Licensees  must  maintain  a  correct 
record  of  all  coal  mined  and  removed 
from  the  land  under  license. 

(c)  All  records  and  books  maintained 
by  lessees  and  licensees  showing  the  re¬ 
quired  information  must  be  kept  current 
and  in  such  manner  that  the  records  can 
be  readily  checked  by  the  Mining  Super¬ 
visor  or  his  representative  upon  request. 

§  211.61  Basis  for  Royalty  Computation. 

(a)  Value  basis.  The  value  basis  for 
determination  of  the  amount  of  royalty 
due  shall  not  be  less  than  the  best  obtain¬ 
able  market  price.  In  the  determination 
of  market  price  of  coal  sold  used  by  the 
operator  or  stored,  due  consideration 
shall  be  given  the  applicable  contracts, 
the  highest  and  best  obtainable  market 
price  for  coal  of  similar  quality  at  the 
usual  and  customary  place  of  disposal, 
and  other  relevant  matters.  Coal  will  be 
deemed  to  be  sold  when  it  is  delivered 


at  the  usual  aad  customary  place  of 
shipment. 

(b)  Bone  or  other  impurities.  AU  bone 
coal,  rock  and  other  Impurities  may  be 
removed  from  the  raw  coal  prior  to  de¬ 
termination  of  coal  weights  for  royalty 
purposes. 

(c)  Discretion  of  Mining  Supervisor. 

(1)  The  right  is  reserved  to  the  Min¬ 
ing  Supervisor  to  determine  and  declare 
the  value  either  before  or  after  receipt 
of  royalty  payments  if  it  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary  by  him  to  do  so  for  the  protection 
of  the  interests  of  the  lessor. 

(2)  If  royalties  become  due  and  pay¬ 
able  prior  to  extraction  of  bone  coal,  rock 
and  other  impurities  or  final  weighing  of 
coal,  the  Mining  Supervisor  may  deter¬ 
mine  by  estimate  the  weight  of  the  coal 
for  royalty  purposes.  In  addition,  the 
Minlnc  Supervisor  may,  after  the  re¬ 
moval  of  bone  coal,  rock  and  other  im¬ 
purities  and  final  weighing  of  the  coal, 
require  the  payment  of  such  additional 
royalties  or  allow  such  credits  or  refunds 
as  may  be  necessary  to  adjust  the  royalty 
payments  to  reflect  the  true  weight  of 
the  coal. 

§  211.62  PradactioB  reports  and  pay- 

neat— other  reports. 

(a)  Lessees.  Lessees  shall  report,  on 
the  report  form  provided,  within  30  days 
after  expiration  of  the  p^od  covered  by 
the  report,  all  coal  mined  from  the  leased 
land  during  each  calendar  quarter  and 
the  value  basis  on  which  royalty  has  been 
paid  or  will  be  paid.  Except  as  provided 
by  leases  and  permits  issued  under  the 
regulations  in  25  CFR  Parts  171, 172, 173, 
and  174,  the  royalty  for  coal  mined 
shall  be  paid  prior  to  the  end  of  the  third 
month  succe^ing  the  extraction  of  the 
coal  from  the  mine. 

(b)  Permittees.  Permittees  shall  re¬ 
port  the  prospecting  work  done,  the  cost 
of  the  work,  the  results  of  prospecting 
and  such  other  information  as  may  be 
necessary  (see  1211.20  of  this  part). 
Permittees  shall  report  all  coal  mined 
while  determining  the  existence  or  work¬ 
ability  of  the  deposit. 

(e)  Licensees.  Licensees  shall  report 
all  coal  mined  on  a  semi-annual  basis  on 
the  report  form  provided. 

(d)  Penalty.  If  a  lessee  or  permittee 
records  or  reports  less  than  the  true 
weight  or  value  of  coal  mined,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  impose  a  penalty  equal  to  dou¬ 
ble  the  amount  of  royalty  due  on  the 
shortage,  or  the  full  value  of  the  short¬ 
age.  If,  after  warning,  a  lessee  or  per¬ 
mittee  maintains  false  records  or  files 
false  reports,  a  suit  to  cancel  the  lease 
may  be  instituted  in  addition  to  the  im¬ 
position  of  penalties. 

§  211.63  Aadits. 

An  audit  of  the  lessee’s  or  permittee’s 
accounts  and  books  may  be  required  an¬ 
nually.  or  at  other  such  times  as  may 
be  directed  by  the  Mining  Supervisor,  by 
qualified  independent  certified  public 
accountants  and  at  the  expense  of  the 
lessee.  The  lessee  shall  furnish,  free  of 
cost,  duplicate  copies  of  such  annual  or 
other  audits  to  the  Mining  Supervisor 
within  30  days  after  the  completion  of 
each  auditing. 
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Inspection.  Issuance  or  Ordebs  and 
Enforcement  of  Orders 

§  211.70  Inspection  of  underground  and 
surface  conditions. 

Operators  shall  provide  means  at  all 
reasonable  hours,  either  day  or  night, 
for  the  Mining  Superv'isor  or  his  repre¬ 
sentative  to  Inspect  or  investigate  the 
underground  or  surface  mine  condi¬ 
tions;  to  conduct  surveys:  to  estimate 
the  amount  of  coal  mln^;  to  study  the 
methods  of  prospecting.  exploratlMi, 
testing,  development,  preparation,  and 
handling  necessary;  to  determine  the 
volumes,  tsnpes,  and  composition  of 
wastes  generated,  the  adequacy  of  meas¬ 
ures  for  minimizing  the  amoimt  of 
such  wastes,  and  the  measures  for  treat¬ 
ment  and  disposal  of  such  wastes;  and  to 
determine  whether  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  permit  or  lease  and  the 
requirements  of  the  exploration  or  min¬ 
ing  plan  have  been  complied  with. 

§211.71  Issuance  of  notices,  instrac- 
tions,  and  orders. 

(a)  Address  of  responsible  party.  Be¬ 
fore  beginning  operations,  the  operator 
shall  Inform  the  Mining  Supervisor  in 
writing  of  the  designation  and  post 
office  address  of  the  exploration  or  min¬ 
ing  operation,  the  operator's  temporary 
and  permanent  post  office  address,  and 
the  name  and  post  office  address  of  the 
superintendent,  or  designated  operator 
or  agent,  who  will  be  in  charge  of  the 
op>erations  and  who  will  act  as  the  local 
representative  of  the  operator.  There¬ 
after.  the  Mining  Supervisor  shaU  be  in¬ 
formed  of  each  change  of  address  of  the 
mine  c^cer  or  in  the  name  or  address  of 
the  local  representative. 

(b)  Receipt  of  the  notices,  instructions 
and  orders.  The  operator  ^all  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  have  received  all  notices,  in¬ 
structions,  and  orders  that  are  mailed  to 
or  posted  at  the  mine  or  mine  office,  or 
mailed  or  handed  to  the  superintendent, 
the  mine  foreman,  the  mine  clerk,  or 
higher  officials  connected  with  the  mine 
or  exploration  site  for  transmittal  to  the 
operator  or  his  local  representative. 

§  211.72  Enforcement  of  orders. 

(a)  If  the  Mining  Supervisor  deter¬ 
mines  that  an  operator  has  failed  to 
comply  with  the  regulations  in  this  part, 
other  applicable  Departmental  regula¬ 
tions,  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
permit  or  lease,  the  requirements  of  an 
approved  exploration  or  mining  plan,  or 
with  the  Mining  Supervisor’s  orders  or 
Instructions,  and  such  non-compliance 
does  not  threaten  immediate,  serious,  or 
Irreparable  damage  to  the  environment, 
the  mine  or  the  deposit  being  mined,  or 
other  valuable  mineral  deposits  or  other 
resources,  the  Mining  Supervisor  shall 
serve  a  notice  of  non-compliance  upon 
the  operator  by  delivery  In  person  to  him 
or  his  agent  or  by  certified  or  registered 
mall  addressed  to  the  operator  at  his 
last  known  address.  Failure  of  the  opera¬ 
tor  to  take  action  In  accordance  with 
the  notice  of  non-compliance  or  to  ap¬ 
peal  to  the  Director  pursuant  to  Part  290 
of  this  chapter  shall  be  grounds  for  sus¬ 


pension  of  operations  by  the  Mining 
Supervisor. 

(b)  The  notice  shall  specify  in  what 
respects  the  operator  has  failed  to  com¬ 
ply  with  the  provisions  of  applicable  reg¬ 
ulations,  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
permit  or  lease,  the  requirements  of  an 
approved  exploration  or  mining  plan  or 
the  orders  or  instructions  of  the  Mining 
Supervisor,  and  shall  specify  the  action 
which  must  be  taken  to  correct  the  non- 
compliance  and  the  time  limits  within 
which  such  action  must  be  taken.  A  writ¬ 
ten  report  shall  be  submitted  by  the  op¬ 
erator  when  a  non-compliance  has  been 
corrected. 

(c)  If,  in  the  Judgment  of  the  Mining 
Supervisor,  failure  to  comply  with  the 
regulations,  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  permit  or  lease,  the  requirements  of 
approved  exploration  or  mining  plans,  or 
the  Mining  Supervisor's  orders  or  in¬ 
structions  threatens  immediate,  serious, 
or  irreparable  damage  to  the  environ¬ 
ment,  the  mine  or  the  deposit  being 
mined,  or  other  valuable  mineral  deposits 
or  other  resomces,  the  Mining  Supervisor 
or  his  representative  is  authorized,  either 
in  writing  or  orally  with  written  con¬ 
firmation,  to  suspend  operations  without 
prior  notice  oS.  non-compliance. 

PART  216 — OPERATING  REGULATIONS 
GOVERNING  THE  MINING  OF  COAL  IN 
ALASKA 

Part  216  of  Chapter  n  of  Title  30  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  revoked. 

Dated:  January  23,  1975. 

Jack  W.  Carlson, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 
(FB  Doc.75-2646  Filed  l-2»-75;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service 
[9CFRParts  303,  381] 

RETAIL  STORES  AND  RESTAURANTS 

Rendering  and  Refining  of  Edible  Livestock 
Fat;  Clarification  of  Calendar  Year  for 
Purposes  of  Exemption 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  administrative  procedure  provi¬ 
sions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  that  the  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Service  proposes 
to  amend  {  303.1  of  the  Federal  meat  in¬ 
spection  regulations  (9  CFR  303.1),  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  authority  in  the  Federal 
Meat  Inspection  Act,  as  amended  (21 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) ,  to  permit  retail  stores 
or  restaurants  exempted  from  inspection 
to  render  or  refine  livestock  fat.  It  is 
also  proixKed  under  that  Act  and  the 
Poultry  Products  Inspection  Act  (21 
UJS.C.  451  et  seq.)  to  amend  $  303.1  and 
to  amend  §  381.10  of  the  poultry  products 
inspection  regulations  to  define  the  pe¬ 
riod  constituting  a  “year”  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  retail  store  definition  for 
exemption  from  Federal  inspection  im- 
der  both  Acts. 

Statement  of  considerations.  The  Fed¬ 
eral  Meat  Inspection  Act  (FMIA)  and 
the  Poultry  Products  Inspection  Act 
(PPIA) ,  with  certain  exceptions,  require 
federal  inspection  of  the  preparation  of 


products  subject  to  their  provisions. 
However,  under  the  Acts  and  regu¬ 
lations.  operations  of  types  tradi¬ 
tionally  and  usually  conducted  at  retail 
stores  and  restaurants  are  exempted 
from  the  Inspection  requirements  when 
conducted  at  retail  stores  or  restaurants 
or  similar  retail-type  establishments  un¬ 
der  specified  conditions.  One  of  the  con¬ 
ditions  for  the  retail  store  exemption  is 
that  the  store  must  not  sell  in  any  “year” 
more  than  specified  quantities  of  prod¬ 
ucts  to  non-household  consumers. 

The  present  meat  Inspection  regula¬ 
tions  exclude  the  rendering  or  refining 
of  livestock  fat  from  the  definition  of 
operations  of  types  traditionally  and 
usually  conducted  at  retail  stores  and 
restaurants.  Information  has  been  fur¬ 
nished  to  the  Department  to  indicate 
that  such  operations  may  be  traditional 
and  usual  at  such  establishments.  There¬ 
fore,  it  is  proposed  to  terminate  this 
exclusion. 

In  addition,  the  proposal  would  clarify 
the  term  “year”  as  moaning  a  calendar 
year  in  §  303.1(d)  (2)  (ill)  of  the  meat  in¬ 
spection  regulations  and  in  §  381.10(d) 
(2)  (ill)  of  the  poultry  products  inspec¬ 
tion  regulations,  for  purposes  of  the  re¬ 
tail  store  exemptions  under  both  Acts, 
The  proposed  amendments  would  be  as 
set  forth  below; 

1.  Section  303.1(d)  (2)  (i)  (c)  would  be 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  303.1  Exemptions. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  •  •  • 

(2)  •  •  • 

(1)  Operations  of  types  traditionally 
and  usually  conducted  at  retail  stores 
and  restaurants  are  the  following:  •  •  • 

(c)  Curing,  cooking,  smoking,  render¬ 
ing  or  refining  of  livestock  fat,  or  other 
preparation  of  products,  except  slaugh¬ 
tering  or  the  retort  processing  of 
canned  products; 

•  •  •  •  • 

2.  Section  303.1(d)  (2)  (iii)  would  be 
amended  by  Inserting  “calendar”  imme¬ 
diately  before  the  word  “year”  and  by 
inserting  “(i.e.,  January  1  through  De¬ 
cember  31)  ”  immediately  after  the  word 
“year”. 

§  381.10  [Amended] 

3.  Section  381.10(d)  (2)  (ill)  would  be 
amended  by  Inserting  “calendar”  imme¬ 
diately  before  the  word  “year"  and  by 
Inserting  “(i.e.,  January  1  through  De¬ 
cember  31)  ”  Immediately  after  the  word 
“year”. 

Any  person  wishing  to  submit  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments  concerning  the 
proposed  amendments  may  do  so  by  filing 
them,  in  duplicate,  wdth  the  Hearing 
Cfierk,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington.  D.C.  20250,  or  if  the  mate¬ 
rial  is  deemed  to  be  confidential,  with  the 
Inspection  Standards  and  Regulations 
Staff.  Scientific  and  Technical  Services, 
Meat  and  Poultry  Inspection  Program, 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  by  March  31, 
1975. 

Any  person  desiring  opportunity  for 
oral  presentation  of  views  should  address 
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such  request  to  the  Staff  identified  in  the 
preceding  paragraph,  so  that  arrange¬ 
ments  may  be  made  for  such  views  to  be 
presented  prior  to  the  date  specified  in 
the  preceding  paragraph.  A  record  will 
be  made  of  all  views  orally  presented. 

All  written  submissions  and  records  of 
oral  views  made  pursuant  to  this  notice 
will  be  made  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  in  the  OflBce  of  the  Hearing  Clerk 
during  regular  hours  of  business,  unless 
the  person  makes  the  submission  to  the 
Staff  identified  in  the  preceding  para¬ 
graph  and  requests  that  it  be  held  con¬ 
fidential.  A  determination  will  be  made 
whether  a  pr(H>er  showing  in  supFK>rt  of 
the  request  has  been  made  on  grounds 
that  its  disclosure  could  adversely  affect 
any  person  by  disclosing  information  in 
the  natime  of  trade  secrets  or  commercial 
or  financial  information  obtained  from 
any  person  and  privileged  or  confiden¬ 
tial.  If  it  is  determined  that  a  proper 
showing  has  been  made  in  the  support 
of  the  request,  the  material  will  be  held 
confidential;  otherwise,  notice  will  be 
given  of  denial  of  such  request  and  an 
opportunity  afforded  for  withdrawal  of 
the  submissi(m.  Requests  for  confidential 
treatment  will  be  held  confidential  (7 
CPR  1.27(c)). 

Comments  on  this  proposal  should 
bear  a  reference  to  the  date  and  page 
number  of  this  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan 
ary  22, 1975. 

P.  J.  Mulhbrn, 

Administrator,  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service. 

(FR  Doo.75-2630  FUed  l-29-75;8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occtqiational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

[  29  CFR  Psrt  1907  ] 

IS-74r-ll] 

ACCREDITATION  OF  TESTING 
LABORATORIES 

Proposed  Revocation:  Extension  of  Post- 
Hearing  Comment  Period 

On  November  13, 1974,  pursuant  to  au 
thorlty  in  section  8(g)  of  the  Williams- 
Stelger  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Act  of  1970  (84  Stat.  1600;  29  U.S.C. 
657),  section  107  of  the  Contract  Work 
Hours  and  Safety  Standards  Act  (83 
Stat.  96;  40  U.S.C.  333),  5  U.S.C.  553, 
Secretary  of  Labor’s  Order  No.  12-71  (36 
FR  8754)  and  notice  of  hearing  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1974  (39  FR  35381) ,  an  informal 
public  hearing  concerning  the  proposed 
revocation  of  Part  1907,  Accreditation  of 
Testing  Laboratories,  of  Title  29  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  was  held  in 
the  Departmental  Auditorium,  Constitu¬ 
tion  Avenue,  NW,  between  12th  and  14th 
Streets,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Administrative  Law  Judge  kept 
the  record  of  the  hearing  open  until 
December  13,  1974,  to  receive  written 
information  from  any  person  who  had 
participated  in  the  oral  proceeding.  On 
the  basis  of  a  request  for  additional  time 


to  submit  written  comments,  and  be¬ 
cause  certain  documents  which  were  not 
previously  a  part  of  the  public  record  of 
this  proceeding  are  currently  being 
placed  in  the  record  so  as  to  make  them 
available  for  public  Inspection  and  com¬ 
ment,  I  hereby  extend  the  period  for 
public  comments,  from  any  interested 
person,  until  March  31,  1973. 

Accordingly,  any  interested  person 
may  submit  comments  concerning  the 
proposed  revocation  of  29  CFR  Part  1907, 
postmarked  no  later  than  March  31, 
1975.  Written  comments  may  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  Arthur  W.  Campbell,  OSHA 
Committee  Management  Office,  Docket 
S-74-11,  1726  M  Street,  N.W.,  Room  200, 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Washington, 
D.C.  20210. 

(Sec.  8,  PJi.  91-596,  84  Stat.  1600  (29  UjS.C. 
657):  See.  107,  PL.  91-54,  83  Stat.  96  (40 
n.S.C.  333) ;  5  U.S.C.  553;  Secretary  of  Labor’s 
Order  No.  12-71,  36  PR  8754,  end  29  CTO 
Part  1911.) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D  C.  this  23rd 
day  of  January  1975, 

John  Stender, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 
[FR  Doc.  76-2770.  FUed  1-29-76;  8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
[45  CFR  Part  5] 

AVAILABILITY  OF  INFORMATION  TO 
THE  PUBLIC 

Fee  Schedules 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  proposed 
amendm^ts  to  the  Department’s  regu¬ 
lation  on  availability  of  records  to  the 
public,  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552  and  42 
U.S.C.  1396.  Certain  of  the  amendments 
are  being  made  in  compManee  with  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  Amend¬ 
ments  (Pub.  L.  93-502).  In  addition, 
certain  technical  amendments  are  being 
made  In  order  to  clarify  the  Intent  of 
the  regulation. 

The  Freedom  of  Information  Act 
Amendments  direct  that  a  uniform  fee 
schedule  be  applicable  to  all  constituent 
units  of  the  Department.  It  is,  therefore, 
proposed  that  the  fee  schedule  which 
was  adopted  for  the  Office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  promulgated  August  17,  1973  (38 
FR  22230)  be  adopted  department- wide 
with  the  following  exception: 

The  current  fee  schedule  provides  that 
no  fee  will  be  charged  where  the  total 
amoimt  does  not  exceed  50  cents.  It  is 
proposed  to  provide  that  no  charge  will 
be  made  where  the  total  amount  does 
not  exceed  5  dollars.  Provision  Is  also 
made  for  a  waiver  or  reduction  of  fees 
where  such  waiver  or  reduction  is  in  the 
public  interest.  Section  5.60  is  amended 
to  make  it  clear  that  no  fee  shall  be 
charged  for  the  time  spent  in  reviewing 
records  to  determine  whether  or  not  ac¬ 
cess  should  be  granted. 

Section  5.73(b)  (1)  regarding  access  to 
Investigatory  files  not  yet  closed  is 
amended  to  conform  to  the  amended  ex¬ 
ception  regarding  investigatory  files. 


A  new  §  5.51  (d)  is  added  and  $  5.85  is 
revised  to  indicate  imder  what  circum¬ 
stances  extension  of  time  limits  within 
which  the  Department  must  respond  to 
requests  for  information  may  be  made. 
The  circmnstances  are  those  which  are 
prescribed  in  the  amendments.  Section 
5.81  is  revised  to  provide  for  an  appeal  of 
an  initial  decision  adverse  to  the  re¬ 
questor  within  30  days  of  receipt  of  a  de¬ 
termination  or  within  30  days  of  receipt 
of  records  received  in  partial  response  to 
a  request,  whichever  is  later. 

Section  5.82  is  revised  to  require  that 
adverse  decisions  on  appeal  be  made  only 
after  considtation  with  the  General 
Counsel. 

Sections  5.32  and  5.53  are  amended  to 
make  clear  which  officials  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  have  the  authority  to  issue  denials 
to  access  to  records  dn  response  to  re¬ 
quests  under  the  Freedom  of  Information 
Act. 

Prior  to  the  final  adoption  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  regulation, 
consideration  will  be  given  to  comments 
which  are  received  within  30  days.  Com¬ 
ments  should  be  addressed  to  the  Free¬ 
dom  of  Information  Officer,  Room  5319 
HEW  North  Building.  330  Independence 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201. 
Comments  reeved  will  be  available  for 
inspection  at  the  above  address.  No  ex¬ 
tension  of  time  to  comment  will  be  made 
because  of  the  February  19  effective  date 
of  the  amendments.  However,  untimely 
comments  will  be  coxu^ered  for  possible 
future  revlsians. 

Dated:  January  27, 1975. 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger, 
Secretary. 

Section  Is  amended  as  follows: 

§  5.32  Iwfsflimw  Cwiler  Officers. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Hie  Regional  Information  Center 
Officer  in  each  Region  shall  have  a  like 
responsibility  for  records  in  his  regional 
office.  The  Regional  Information  Center 
Officer  in  each  Region  shall  be  the  As¬ 
sistant  Regional  Director  for  Public 
Affairs. 

(c)  Records  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  hospitals  and  clinics  and  District 
Offices  of  the  Social  Security  Adminis¬ 
tration  may  be  subject  to  determination 
in  accordance  with  the  regulations  of 
such  agencies. 

(d)  The  Information  Center  Officer 
for  each  of  the  operating  agency  Infor¬ 
mation  Centers  shall  have  a  like  respon¬ 
sibility  for  the  records  of  his  operating 
agency.  Hie  Information  Center  Officer 
for  the  respective  operating  agency  shall 
be  as  follows: 

«  •  •  •  • 

Section  5.51  Is  amended  to  revise  para¬ 
graph  (c),  add  a  new  paragraph  (d), 
and  redesignate  the  present  paragraph 
(d)  as  paragraph  (e) . 

§  5.51  Proccduw. 

«  •  *  •  • 

(c)  A  request  should  reasonably  iden¬ 
tify  the  requested  record  by  brief  de¬ 
scription.  R^uestors  who  have  detailed 
information  which  would  assist  in  Iden- 
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tifylng  the  records  requested  are  urged 
to  provide  such  information  in  order  to 
expedite  the  handling  of  the  request. 
Envelopes  in  which  written  requests  are 
submitted  should  be  clearly  Identified  as 
a  Freedom  of  Information  request.  Re¬ 
ceipt  of  unidentified  requests  may  be 
delayed. 

(d)  Determination  of  whether  records 
will  be  withheld  will  be  made  within  10 
working  days  from  date  of  receipt  in 
the  oflQce  having  custody  of  the  records 
or  the  appropriate  information  center. 
This  time  may  be  extended  by  written 
notice  for  no  longer  than  an  additional 
10  working  days,  only  in  unusual  circum¬ 
stances,  Unusual  circumstances  mean; 

(1)  The  need  to  search  for  and  collect 
the  requested  records  from  field  facil¬ 
ities  or  other  establLshments  that  are 
separate  from  the  office  processing  the 
request; 

(2)  The  need  to  search  for,  collect,  and 
appropriately  examine  a  voluminous 
amoimt  of  separate  and  distinct  records 
which  are  demanded  in  a  single  request; 
or 

(3)  The  need  for  consultation,  which 
shall  be  conducted  with  all  practicable 
speed,  with  another  agency  having  a  sub¬ 
stantial  Interest  in  the  determination  of 
the  request  or  among  two  or  more  com¬ 
ponents  of  the  agency  having  substantial 
subject-matter  Interest  therein. 

If  such  extension  is  made,  the  requestor 
will  be  notified  in  writing  with  an  ex¬ 
planation  of  why  the  extension  was  nec¬ 
essary  and  the  date  on  which  a  deter¬ 
mination  will  be  made. 

Section  5.53  is  revlsi^  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  5.53  Denial  of  request  for  records. 

Written  requests  for  inspection  or 
copying  of  records  shall  be  denied  only  by 
the  Department’s  Freedom  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Officer,  the  appropriate  Information 
Center  Officer  of  the  Region  or  the  oper¬ 
ating  agency,  or  their  designees  or  as 
otherwise  provided  by  regulation.  Denials 
of  requests  shall  be  in  writing  and  shall 
contain  the  reasons  for  the  denial  and 
provide  the  requestor  with  appropriate 
Information  on  how  to  exercise  the  right 
of  appeal  under  Subpart  G  of  this  Part. 
Buch  notification  shall  also  set  forth  the 
names  and  titles  or  positions  of  each 
person  responsible  for  the  denial  of  such 
request,  if  such  person  or  persons  is  other 
than  the  appropriate  Information  Center 
Officer. 

Section  5.60  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  5.60  Policy  on  fees. 

It  Is  the  iJollcy  of  the  Department  to 
provide  routine  information  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  without  charge.  Special  information 
services  involving  a  benefit  that  does 
not  accrue  to  the  general  public  shall  be 
subject  to  the  payment  of  fees  which 
shall  be  fixed  in  amounts  as  to  recover 
the  direct  cost  to  the  Government  of  pro¬ 
viding  such  services.  Fees  will  be  charged 
for  the  following  special  services: 

(a)  Reproduction,  duplication  or  copy¬ 
ing  of  records  ; 

(b)  Certification  or  authentication  of 
records; 


(c)  Searches  for  records. 

Section  5.61  is  revised  to  read  as  fol> 
lows; 

§  5.61  Fee  schedules. 

The  fee  schedule  for  the  Department 
of  Health,  Education  and  Welfare  Is  as 
follows: 

(a) (1)  Search  for  records — three  dol¬ 
lars  per  hour  provided,  however,  that  no 
charge  will  be  made  for  the  first  half 
hour. 

(2)  Reproduction,  duplication  or  copy¬ 
ing  of  records — ten  cents  per  page  where 
such  reproduction  can  be  made  by  com¬ 
monly  available  photocopying  machines. 
However,  the  cost  of  reproducing  records 
which  are  not  susceptible  to  such  photo¬ 
copying,  e.g.  punch  cards,  magnetic  tapes, 
blueprints,  etc.,  will  be  determined  on  a 
case-by-case  basis  at  actual  cost. 

(3)  Certification  or  authentication  of 
records — three  dollars  per  certification 
or  authentication. 

(4)  Forwarding  material  to  destina¬ 
tion — any  special  arrangements  for  for¬ 
warding  which  are  requested  by  the  re¬ 
questor  shall  be  charged  on  an  actual  cost 
l^ls. 

(5)  No  charge  will  be  made  where  the 
total  amount  does  not  exceed  five  dollars. 

(b)  Waiver  or  reduction  of  Uie  fees 
provided  for  in  this  subsection  may  be 
made  upon  a  determination  that  such 
waiver  or  reduction  is  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  because  furnishing  the  information 
can  be  considered  as  primarily  benefiting 
the  general  public. 

Section  5.73(b)  (1)  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  5.73  Records  not  available. 

m  m  m  m  m 

(b)  Investigatory  files.  (1)  Investiga¬ 
tory  files  compiled  for  law  enforcement 
purp>oses  in  cases  not  yet  closed,  to  the 
extent  that  production  of  such  records 
would  (A)  interfere  with  enforcement 
proceedings.  (B)  deprive  a  persem  of  a 
right  to  a  fair  trial  or  an  impartial  ad¬ 
judication,  (C)  constitute  an  tm war¬ 
ranted  invasion  of  personal  privacy, 

(D)  disclose  the  identity  of  a  confiden¬ 
tial  source,  and.  in  the  case  of  a  record 
compiled  by  a  criminal  law  enforcement 
authority  in  the  course  of  a  criminal  in¬ 
vestigation,  or  by  an  agency  conducting 
a  lawful  national  security  intelligence 
Investigation,  confidential  information 
furnished  only  by  the  confidential  source, 

(E)  disclose  investigative  techniques  and 
procedures,  or  (F)  endanger  the  life  or 
physical  safety  of  law  enforcement  per¬ 
sonnel.  A  file  is  closed  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  this  regulation  when  a  final  deci¬ 
sion  has  been  made  not  to  take  enforce¬ 
ment  action  or  enforcement  action  has 
been  taken  and  has  been  concluded.  For 
the  purpose  of  this  section  “enforce¬ 
ment  action”  means  any  authorized  ac¬ 
tion  Intended  to  abate,  prevent,  counter¬ 
act,  deter,  or  terminate  violations  of  law 
and  Includes  action  involving  possible 
civil,  criminal,  or  administrative  sanc- 
tiMis,  whether  such  sanctions  involve 
adversary  proceedings  or  other  proce¬ 
dures,  such  as  termination  of  benefits, 
protective  measures,  etc. 


Section  5.81  Is  revised  to  read  as 
follows; 

§  5.81  Time  for  initiation  of  request  for 

review. 

A  person  whose  request  has  been  de¬ 
nied  may  Initiate  a  review  by  filing  a 
request  for  review  within  (1)  30  days  of 
receipt  of  the  determination  to  deny  or 
(2)  within  30  days  of  receipt  of  records 
which  are  in  partial  response  to  his  re¬ 
quest  if  a  portion  of  a  request  is  granted 
and  a  portion  denied,  whatever  is  later. 

Section  5.82(b)  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  5.82  By  whom  review  is  made. 

•  #  •  •  • 

(b)  The  decision  on  review,  if  adverse 
to  the  requestor,  shall  be  made  only  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Public  Affairs  of  his  designee  and 
after  consultation  with  the  General 
Counsel  or  his  designee. 

Section  5.85  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  5.85  Decisions  bn  review. 

(a)  Decisions  on  review  shall  be  In 
writing  within  20  working  days  from  re¬ 
ceipt  of  the  request  for  review.  Extension 
of  the  time  limit  may  be  granted  to  the 
extent  that  the  maximum  10-day  limit 
on  extensions  has  not  been  exhausted  on 
the  initial  determination.  Such  exten¬ 
sion  may  only  be  granted  for  the  reasons 
enumerated  in  subsection  5.51(d). 

(b)  The  decision,  which  constitutes 
final  action  of  the  Department,  if  adverse 
to  the  requestor  shall  be  in  writing,  stat¬ 
ing  the  reasons  for  the  decision,  and  ad¬ 
vising  the  requestor  of  the  right  to  judi¬ 
cial  review  of  such  decision. 

(c)  Failure  to  comply  with  time  limits 
set  forth  in  S  5.51  or  in  this  subsection 
constitute  an  exhaustion  of  the  re¬ 
questor’s  administrative  remedies. 

[PR  Doc.76-2784  PUed  1-29-75:8:45  am] 

Social  Security  Administration 
[  20  CFR  Parts  404,  405  ] 
[Regulations  Nos.  4  and  6] 

FEDERAL  HEALTH  INSURANCE  FOR  THE 
AGED  AND  DISABLED 
Entitlement  to  Hospital  Insurance  Benefits 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  553),  that  the  amendments  to 
the  regulations  set  forth  in  tentative 
form  are  pror>osed  by  the  Commissioner 
of  Social  Security  with  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare.  The  proposed  amendments  to 
the  regulations  reflect  and  implement 
amendments  to  the  Social  Security  Act 
made  by  sections  201,  202,  and  2991  of 
the  Social  Security  Amendments  of  1972 
(Pub.  L.  92-603)  enacted  October  30,  *• 
1972,  and  section  3  of  the  Railrocul  Re¬ 
tirement  Amendments  of  1973  (Pub.  L. 
93-58)  enacted  July  6, 1973.  The  proposed 
amendments  set  forth  the  conditions  and 
duration  of  entitlement  to  hospital  insur¬ 
ance  benefits  (1)  for  Individuals  age  65  or 
older  not  otherwise  eligible  for  such  In- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  21— THURSDAY,  JANUARY  30,  1975 


PROPOSED  RULES 


4441 


surance,  at  a  monthly  premium  (cur¬ 
rently  $36) ;  (2)  for  individuals  under 
age  65  who  are  entitled  to  a  disability 
insurance  benefit,  or  have  the  status  of 
a  disabled  qualified  railroad  retirement 
beneficiary,  and  who  have  been  so  en¬ 
titled  or  have  had  such  status  for  the 
preceding  24  consecutive  calendar 
months:  and  (3)  for  individuals  under 
age  65  who  have  chronic  renal  disease. 

In  addition,  the  proposed  amendments 
set  forth  the  requirements,  provided  in 
section  103  of  the  Social  Security  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1965  (the  transitional  provision 
for  the  uninsured) .  for  entitlement  to 
hospital  insurance  benefits  based  on 
deemed  entitlement  to  monthly  benefits 
under  section  202  of  the  Social  Security 
Act.  Regulations  concerning  this  pro¬ 
vision,  presently  in  Part  404  (Regulations 
No.  4) ,  Federal  Old-Age.  Survivors,  and 
Disability  Insurance,  are  being  trans¬ 
ferred  to  Part  405  (Regulations  No.  5), 
Federal  Health  Insurance  for  the  Aged 
and  Disabled,  since  the  subject  matter 
of  the  regulations  concerns  the  condi¬ 
tions  of  entitlement  to  health  insurance 
benefits.  The  substantive  material  con¬ 
tained  in  §§  404.366  through  404.373, 
Regulations  No.  4.  Subpart  D,  is  replaced 
with  appropriate  cross-references  to 
Regulations  No.  5,  Subpart  A. 

Prior  to  the  final  adoption  of  the 
proposed  amendments  to  the  regulations, 
consideration  will  be  given  to  any  data, 
views,  or  arguments  pertaining  thereto 
which  are  submitted  in  writing  in  tripli¬ 
cate  to  the  Commissioner  of  Social  Secu¬ 
rity,  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  Building.  Fourth  and  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20201,  on  or  before  March  3,  1975. 

Copies  of  all  comments  received  in 
response  to  this  notice  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  during  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours  at  the  Washington  Inquiries 
Section,  Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Social 
Security  Administration,  Department  oi. 
Health.  Education,  and  Welfare,  North 
Building,  Room  4146,  330  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20201. 

(Secs.  205,  226,  1102,  as  amended.  1801-1817, 
as  amended,  1818,  and  1871;  53  Stat.  1368, 
as  amended,  79  Stat.  290,  49  Stat.  647,  as 
amended,  79  Stat.  291-299,  as  amended,  86 
Stat.  1374;  79  Stat.  331;  42  UA.C.  405,  426, 
1302, 1395-13951-2, 1395hh) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.800,  Health  Insurance  for  the 
Aged — Hospital  Insurance) 

Dated:  January  8, 1975. 

J.  B.  Cardwell, 
Commissioner  of  Social  Security. 

Approved:  January  27. 1975. 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger, 
Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare. 

Regulations  No.  4  and  Regulations  No. 
5  of  the  Social  Security  Administration 
(20  CFR  Parts  404  and  405)  are  further 
amended  as  set  forth  below. 

1.  Sections  404.366  through  404.373  are 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

S  404.366  Hospital  insnrance  benefits; 
entitlement  in  general. 

See  9  405.101  of  this  chapter. 


§  404.367  Hospital  insurance  benefits; 

conditions  of  entitlement. 

See  3  405.102(a)  of  this  chapter. 

§  404.368  Hospital  insurance  benefits; 
qualified  railroad  retirement  bene¬ 
ficiary. 

See  §  405.102(b)  of  this  chapter. 

§  404.369  Hospital  insurance  benefits; 
duration  of  entitlement. 

See  §§  405.102  (c)  and  (d)  of  this 
chapter. 

§  404.370  Transitional  provisions  for 
deemed  entitlement  of  uninsured  in¬ 
dividuals  to  monthly  benefits  under 
section  202  of  the  Act. 

See  §  405.103  of  this  chapter. 

§  404.371  Application  for  hospital  in¬ 
surance  entitlement  by  uninsured 
individual. 

See  §  405.103(a)(5)  of  this  chapter. 

§  404.372  Exclusions  from  “deemed 
entitlement” ;  Federal  employees. 

See  3  405.103(b)(1)  of  this  chapter. 

§  4(^4.373  Exclusion  from  deemed 
entitlement;  convictions  for  subver¬ 
sion,  treason.  ^ 

See  3  405.103(b)  (2)  of  this  chapter. 

2.  Section  405.102  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  405.102  Hospital  insurance  benefits 
for  individuals  age  65  or  over. 

(a)  Conditions  of  entitlement.  An  in¬ 
dividual  is  entitled  to  hospital  insurance 
benefits  vmder  the  provisions  described 
in  this  Subpart  A  if  such  individual  has 
attained  age  65  and: 

(1)  Is  entitled  to  monthly  Insurance 
benefits  tmder  section  202  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  as  described  in  Subpart  D 
of  Part  404  of  this  chapter;  or 

(2)  Is  a  “qualified  railroad  retirement 
beneficiary”  as  described  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section;  or 

(3)  Is  deemed  entitled  to  monthly  in¬ 
surance  benefits  under  section  202  of  the 
Social  Seciu-lty  Act.  solely  for  purposes 
of  entitlement  to  hospital  insurance 
benefits,  by  meeting  the  requirements 
prescribed  in  §  405.103. 

(b)  Qualified  railroad  retirement  bene- 
flciary.  For  purposes  of  this  Part  405,  the 
term  “qualified  railroad  retirement  bene¬ 
ficiary”  means  an  individual  whose  name 
has  been  certified  to  the  Social  Security 
Administration  by  the  Railroad  Retire¬ 
ment  Board  under  section  21  of  the  Rail¬ 
road  Retirement  Act  of  1937.  An  indi¬ 
vidual  shall  cease  to  be  a  qualified  rail¬ 
road  retirement  beneficiary  at  the  close 
of  the  month  preceding  the  month  which 
is  certified  by  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Board  as  the  month  in  which  he  ceases 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  section  21 
of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1937. 

(c)  Beginning  of  coverage.  An  indi¬ 
vidual  is  entitled  to  hospital  insurance 
benefits  beginning  with  the  first  day  of 
the  first  month  after  June  1966  for  which 
he  meets  the  conditions  of  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section. 

(d)  End  of  coverage — (1)  General.  An 
individual’s  entitlement  to  hospital  in¬ 
surance  benefits  under  paragraph  (a)  of 


this  section  ends  with  whichever  occurs 
first: 

(1)  The  last  day  of  the  month  in  which 
he  dies;  or 

(ii)  The  last  day  of  the  month  before 
the  month  he  no  longer  meets  the  re¬ 
quirements: 

(A)  For  entitlement  to  monthly  bene¬ 
fits  under  section  202  of  the  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Act; 

(B)  Of  section  21  of  the  Railroad  Re¬ 
tirement  Act  of  1937,  if  qualified  for  hos¬ 
pital  insurance  benefits  solely  as  a  quali¬ 
fied  railroad  retirement  beneficiary;  or 

(C)  Of  the  transitional  provisions  on 
eligibility  for  hospital  insurance  benefits 
(.see  §  405.103)  because  such  individual 
has  become  entitled  to  monthly  benefits 
under  section  202  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  or  has  been  certified  as  a  qualified 
railroad  retirement  beneficiary. 

(2)  Deemed  entitlement  in  the  month 
of  death.  For  purposes  of  paragraph  (d) 
(1)  of  this  section,  an  in^vidual  will  be 
deemed  to  have  been  entitled  to  a 
monthly  insurance  benefit  under  section 
202  of  the  Social  Security  Act.  or  to  have 
been  a  qualified  railroad  retirement 
beneficiary,  for  the  month  in  which  he 
died  if  he  would  have  been  entitled  to  a 
monthly  Insurance  benefit  under  section 
202  of  the  Act,  or  would  have  been  a 
qualified  railroad  retirement  beneficiary, 
for  such  month  had  he  died  in  the  next 
month. 

3.  Section  405.103  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  405.103  Transitional  provisions  for 
entitlement  of  aged  uninsured  indi¬ 
viduals  to  hospital  insurance  benefits. 

(a)  Requirements.  Unless  excluded  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  section,  an  individual  age  65  or  over 
will  be  deemed  entitled  to  monthly  in¬ 
surance  benefits  under  section  202.of  the 
Social  Security  Act,  solely  for  purposes 
of  entitlement  to  hospital  insurance 
benefits  (see  3  405.102(a)(3)),  If  such 
individual: 

(1)  (i)  Attained  age  65  before  1968,  or 

(ii)  Attained  age  65  after  1967  and  has 

not  less  than  three  quarters  of  coverage 
(as  defined  in  Subpart  B  of  Part  404  of 
this  chapter  or  in  section  (5)  (1)  of  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1937) ,  when¬ 
ever  acquired,  for  each  calendar  year 
after  1966  and  before  the  year  he  at¬ 
tained  age  65; 

(2)  Is  not  entitled  to  hospital  insur¬ 
ance  benefits  as  provided  in  3  405.102 (a> 
(1)  and  would  not  be  entitled  to  such 
benefits  upon  filing  an  application  for 
monthly  insurance  benefits  under  sec¬ 
tion  202  of  the  Social  Security  Act; 

(3)  Is  not  certifiable  as  a  qualified 
railroad  retirement  beneficiary  (see 
3  405.102(a)(2)); 

(4)  Is  a  resident  of  the  United  States 
(for  definition  of  United  States  see 
3  404.2(c)  (6)  of  this  chapter),  and 

(i)  Is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  or 

(ii)  Is  an  alien  lawfully  admitted  for 
permanent  residence  who  has  resided  in 
the  United  States  continuously  during 
the  5  years  immediately  preceding  the 
month  in  which  he  files  his  application 
required  under  paragraph  (a)  (5)  of  this 
section;  and 
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(5)  Has  filed  an  application  for  en¬ 
titlement  to  hospital  Insurance  benefits 
under  §  405.102(a)  (3).  Such  applicaticm 
must  be  filed  no  earlier  than  3  months 
before  the  first  month  in  which  the  in¬ 
dividual  meets  the  requirements  of  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  <1),  (2),  (3).  and  (4)  of  this 
section.  An  application  filed  within  12 
months  after  any  month  in  which  these 
requirements  are  met  will  be  deemed  to 
have  been  filed  in  such  month. 

(b)  Individuals  not  deemed  entitled. 
An  individual  may  not  be  deemed  en¬ 
titled  to  monthly  insurance  benefits  un¬ 
der  section  202  of  the  Social  Security  Act, 
for  purposes  of  I  405.102(a)  (3),  if  either 
of  the  following  exists: 

(1)  (1)  He  was  covered  by  an  enroll¬ 
ment  in  a  health  benefits  plan  under  the 
Federal  Employees  Health  Benefits  Act 
of  1959  as  of  February  16,  1965,  or  as  of 
the  first  day  of  the  first  month  in  which 
he  meets  the  requirements  set  forth  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  or  (ii)  he 
could  have  been  so  covered  for  such 
first  month  if  he  or  some  other  person 
had  availed  himself  of  an  opportunity 
to  enroll  in  a  health  benefits  plan  under 
the  Federal  Employees  Health  Benefits 
Act  of  1959  and  to  continue  such  enroll¬ 
ment,  provided  that  he  or  such  other 
person  was  a  Federal  employee  at  any 
time  after  February  15,  1965.  This  ex¬ 
clusion  shall  not  apply  in  the  case  of 
any  individual  for  the  month  (or  any 
month  thereafter)  in  which — 

(1)  His  coverage  under  such  health 
benefits  plan  ceases  (or  would  have 
ceased  if  he  had  had  such  coverage) , 

<ii)  Such  cessation  of  coverage  was  by 
reason  of  his  or  some  other  person’s  sepa¬ 
ration  from  Federal  service,  and 

(lil)  He,  or  such  other  person,  was  not 
<or  would  not  have  been)  eligible  to  con¬ 
tinue  such  coverage  after  such  separa¬ 
tion. 

(2)  Before  the  first  month  in  which 
he  meets  the  requirements  of  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section,  he  has  been  convicted 
of  any  offense  under  chapter  37  (relating 
to  espionage  and  censorship) ,  or  chapter 
115  (relating  to  treason,  sedition,  and 
subversive  activities) ,  or  cht^ter  105  (re¬ 
lating  to  sabotage)  of  title  18  of  the 
United  States  Code;  or  sections  4)  re¬ 
lating  to  conspiracy  to  establish  dictator¬ 
ship),  112  (relating  to  espionage  or  sab¬ 
otage)  ,  or  113  (relating  to  individuals  as¬ 
sisting  others  wanted  In  connection  with 
espionage  or  sabotage)  of  the  Internal 
Security  Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

4.  Section  405.104  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  405.104  Entitlement  to  hospital  insur* 
ance  benefits  based  on  chronic  kid¬ 
ney  failure. 

(a)  Conditions  of  entitlement.  An  in- 
vidual  is  eligible  for  hospital  insurance 
benefits  based  on  chronic  kidney  failure 
If  he: 

(1)  Has  not  attained  age  65;  and 

(2)  Is  either — 

(1)  Fully  or  currently  insured  (as  such 
terms  are  defined  in  section  214  of  the 
Act  and  Subpart  B  of  Part  404  of  this 
chapter)  or  would  be  fully  or  currently 
Insured  if  his  service  as  an  employee  (as 


defined  in  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act 
of  1937)  after  December  31,  1936,  were 
Included  in  the  term  “employment”  as 
defined  in  the  Social  Security  Act,  or 

(ii)  Entitled  to  monthly  insurance 
benefits  imder  title  n  of  the  Social  Secur¬ 
ity  Act  or  to  an  annuity  under  the  Rail¬ 
road  Retirement  Act  of  1937,  or 

(iii)  The  spouse  or  dependent  child  of 
a  person  who  meets  the  requirements  in 
paragraphs  (a)  (2)  (i)  or  (ii)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion;  and 

(3)  Is  medically  determined  to  have 
end-stage  renal  disease  as  defined  in 
paragraph  (d)(1)  of  this  section. 

(b)  Beginning  of  coverage.  An  eligible 
individual  as  defined  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  is  entitled  to  hospital  insur¬ 
ance  benefits  beginning  with  whichever 
of  the  following  is  the  latest: 

(1)  July  1, 1973;  or 

(2)  The  first  day  of  whichever  first 
occurs — 

(1)  The  month  in  which  he  receives  a 
renal  transplant,  or 

(ii)  The  month  prior  to  the  month  in 
which  he  receives  a  renal  transplant  if. 
in  such  prior  month,  he  is  hospitalized 
in  preparation  for  and  in  anticipation  of 
such  surgery,  or 

(iii)  The  third  calendar  month  after 
the  month  in  which  he  begins  a  course  of 
dialysis;  or 

(3)  TTie  first  month  in  which  he  meets 
the  requirements  of  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section. 

(c)  End  of  coverage.  An  indtvlduars 
entitlement  to  hospital  insurance  bene¬ 
fits  based  on  chronic  kidney  failure  ends 
with  the  last  day  of  whichever  of  the 
following  first  occurs; 

(1)  The  12th  month  after  the  month 
in  whieh  he  receives  a  kidney  transplant 
or  his  comse  of  dialysis  otherwise  termi¬ 
nates,  unless  on  or  before  the  last  day  of 
such  12th  month  the  individual  again  re¬ 
quires  a  course  of  dialysis  or  another 
kidney  transplant;  or 

(2)  'The  month  in  w'hlch  he  dies. 

(d)  Definitions. — (1)  End-stage  renal 
disease.  An  individual  who  is  medically 
determined  to  have  chronic  renal  disease 
and  who  requires  hemodialysis  or  renal 
transplantation  for  such  disease  has 
“end-stage  renal  disease.”  End-stage 
renal  disease  is  that  stage  of  kidney  im¬ 
pairment  which  is  irreversible,  cannot  be 
controlled  by  conservative  management 
alone,  and  requires  dialysis  or  kidney 
transplantation  to  maintain  life. 

(2)  "Child”  and  "spouse”  defined.  An 
Individual  is  the  child  or  spouse  of  a  per¬ 
son,  for  pmposes  of  paragraph  (a)  (2) 
(iii)  of  this  section,  if  the  individual  is 
so  related  to  that  person  that  he  meets 
the  relationship  requirements  set  forth 
in  Subpart  L  of  Part  404  of  this  chapter 
for  entitlement,  respectively,  to  child’s 
insurance  benefits  or  to  wife’s,  husband’s, 
widow’s,  widower’s,  or  mother’s  Insurance 
benefits  under  title  n  on  that  person’s 
earnings  record,  whether  or  not  the  rela¬ 
tionship  has  continued  long  enough  for 
such  individual  to  qualify  lor  such  bene¬ 
fits.  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing,  an 
individual  who  qualifies  as  a  spouse  by 
virtue  of  S  404.1105  of  this  chapter  must 


meet  the  duration  of  relationship  re¬ 
quirements  prescribed  therein. 

(3)  Dependency  of  a  child.  For  p\ir- 
poses  of  paragraph  (a)  (2)  (iii)  of  this 
section,  the  child  of  a  person  is  that  per¬ 
son’s  “dependent  child”  if  on  the  first 
day  he  has  end-stage  renal  disease  he 
meets  the  dependency  requirements  set 
forth  in  Sf  404.323-404.327a  of  this  chap¬ 
ter  for  entitlement  to  child’s  insurance 
benefits  on  that  person’s  earnings  record 
and  either: 

(i)  He  has  not  attained  age  22,  or  is 
imder  a  disability  (as  defined  in  section 
223(d)  of  the  Act)  which  began  before 
he  attained  age  22;  or 

(ii)  (A)  He  has  attained  age  22,  but 
not  age  26,  and 

(B)  He  is  receiving  at  least  one-half 
support  frmn  that  person,  and 

(C)  He  has  continuously  received 
since  the  day  before  he  attained  age  22, 
at  least  one-half  support  from  that 
person. 

For  purposes  of  this  subparagraph,  the 
requirement  in  i  404.323(a)  (1)  that  a 
child  be  dependent  upon  an  Individual 
“at  the  time  the  application  for  child’s 
insurance  benefits  is  filed,”  shall  be 
deemed  to  read  “cm  the  first  day  he  has 
end-stage  renal  failure,”  and  the  term 
“insured  individual”  referred  to  in 
§§  404.323-404.324,  and  the  term  “indi¬ 
vidual”  referred  to  in  S  404.327a  shall  be 
deemed  to  read  “a  person  who  meets  the 
requirements  of  paragraph  (a)  (2)  (1)  or 
(a)  (2)  (ii)  of  i  405.104.” 

(4)  What  constitutes  "at  least  one- 
half  support.”  A  person  is  receiving  at 
least  one-half  of  his  support  from  the 
Insured  individual  if  such  individual 
makes  regular  contributions,  in  cash  or 
kind,  to  such  person’s  support  and  the 
amount  of  such  ccmlrlbutions  equals  or 
exceeds  one-half  of  such  personas 
support. 

5.  Section  4M.ltS  k  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

$  405.105  Hospital  HMurance  enlillc* 
meat  iMsad  on  entitlement  to  dis¬ 
ability  ianurance  benefits. 

(a)  Conditions  of  entitlement — (1) 
General.  An  individual  is  entitled  to  hos¬ 
pital  insurance  benefits  described  in  this 
Subpart  A  if  such  Individual: 

(i)  Has  not  attained  age  65  and  is  en¬ 
titled,  and  has  for  the  24  preceding  con¬ 
secutive  calendar  months  been  entitled, 
to — 

(A)  Disability  insurance  benefits  under 
section  223  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
(see  S  404.306  of  this  chapter) ,  or 

(B)  Cold’s  insurance  benefits  under 
sectiem  202(d)  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
by  reason  of  disability  (see  §  404.320(a) 

(4)  (iii)  of  this  chapter) ,  or 

(C)  Widow’s  insurance  benefits  under 
section  202(e)  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
by  reason  of  disability  (see  §  404.328(a) 

(3)  (ii)  of  this  chapter  and  paragraphs 
(a)  (2) ,  (4) ,  and  (5)  of  this  section) ,  or 

(D)  Widower’s  Insurance  benefits 
under  section  202(f)  of  the  Social  Secu¬ 
rity  Act  by  reason  of  disability  (see 
§  404.331(a)  (3)  (ii)  of  this  chapter  and 
paragraphs  (a)  (3)  and  (4)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion)  ;  or 
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(li)  Has  not  attained  age  65  and  Is. 
and  has  for  the  immediately  preceding 
24  consecutive  calendar  months  been,  a 
disabled  qualified  railroad  retirement 
beneficiary  under  section  22  of  the  Rail¬ 
road  Retirement  Act  of  1937. 

(2)  Modification  of  age  requirement 
for  widow’s  insurance  benefits.  For  pur¬ 
poses  of  determining  entitlement  to  hos¬ 
pital  insurance  benefits  under  paragraph 

(a)(l)(i)(C)  of  this  section,  §  404.328 
(a)  (3)  (il)  and  §  404.328(e)  of  this  chap¬ 
ter  are  modified  by  substituting  “age  65“ 
where  “age  60”  appears  therein. 

(3)  Modification  of  age  requirement 
for  widower’s  insurance  benefits.  For  piur- 
PK>ses  of  determining  entitlement  to  hos¬ 
pital  insurance  benefits  under  paragraph 
(a)  (1)  (i)  (D)  of  this  section,  §  404.331(a) 
(3)(ii)  and  §  404.331(c)  of  this  chapter 
are  modified  by  substituting  “age  65” 
where  “age  62”  appears  therein. 

(4)  Deemed  entitlement  to  widow’s  or 
widower’s  insurance  benefits  of  certain 
individuals  entitled  to  old-age  insurance 
benefits.  For  purposes  of  determining  en¬ 
titlement  to  hospital  insurance  benefits 
under  paragraphs  (a)(l)(l)  (C)  and  (D) 
of  this  section,  an  individual  who  is  en¬ 
titled  to  old-age  insurance  benefits,  and 
who  was  entitled  to  widow’s  or  widower’s 
insurance  benefits  based  on  disability  for 
the  month  before  the  first  month  in 
which  the  individual  was  so  entitled  to 
old-age  insurance  benefits,  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  continued  to  be  entitled 
to  such  widow’s  insurance  or  widower’s 
insurance  benefits  for  and  after  such  first 
month. 

(5)  Deemed  entitlement  to  widovfs  in¬ 
surance  benefits  of  certain  individuals 
entitled  to  mother’s  insurance  benefits. 
For  purposes  of  determining  entitlement 
to  hospital  insurance  benefits  under  par¬ 
agraph  (a)(l)(i)(C)  of  this  section,  an 
individual  who  is  entitled  to  mother’s 
Insurance  benefits  under  §  404.335  of  this 
chapter  (and  would  have  been  entitled  to 
widow’s  insurance  benefits  by  reason  of 
disability  if  she  had  filed  for  such  wid¬ 
ow’s  insxmance  benefits)  shall,  upon  ap¬ 
plication  for  hospital  insurance  benefits, 
be  deemed  to  have  filed  for  such  widow’s 
insurance  benefits.  Such  individual  shall, 
upon  application  and  furnishing  proof  of 
such  disability  before  July  1.  1974,  be 
deemed  to  have  been  entitled  to  such 
widow’s  insurance  benefits  as  of  the  first 
month  she  would  have  been  entitled  to 
such  benefits  if  she  had  filed  timely  ap¬ 
plication  therefor. 

(b)  Beginning  of  coverage.  An  indi¬ 
vidual  is  entitled  to  hospital  insurance 
benefits  under  paragraph  (a)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  beginning  with  the  first  day  of  the 
first  month  after  June  1973  in  which  he 
meets  the  conditions  set  forth  in  that 
paragraph. 

(c)  End  of  coverage.  Hie  entitlement 
of  an  individual  entitled  imder  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section  ends  with  the 
last  day  of  whichever  occurs  first: 

(1)  The  later  of — 

(1)  Hie  last  month  for  ^ich  he  is  en¬ 
titled.  or  deemed  to  be  entitled,  to  any 
of  the  benefits  sptecified  in  paragraph 
(a)(l)(i)  of  this  section,  or  the  last 
month  for  which  he  has  the  status  of  a 


disabled  qualified  railroad  retirement 
beneficiary  (see  paragraph  (a)  (1)  (ii)  of 
this  section) .  or 

(ii)  The  month  following  the  month 
in  which  notice  of  termination  of  entitle¬ 
ment  to  such  benefits  or  of  termination 
of  such  status  is  mailed  to  him;  or 

(2)  ’The  month  before  the  month  in 
which  he  attains  age  65;  or 

(3)  'The  month  in  which  he  dies. 

6.  Section  405.106  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  405.106  Premium  Iiospitul  insurance, 

(a)  General.  Hospital  Insurance  bene¬ 
fits  under  Part  A  of  title  XVIH  are  avail¬ 
able  on  a  voluntary  basis  beginning  July 
1973  to  eligible  individuals  age  65  or  over 
who  do  not  otherwise  qualify  for  hos¬ 
pital  insurance  benefits  and  are  willing 
to  pay  the  full  average  cost  of  such  in¬ 
surance  in  a  monthly  premiiun.  Eligible 
individuals  must  enroll  timely  for  this 
insiirance,  pay  a  monthly  premium  (see 
paragraph  (d)  of  this  section) ,  and  en¬ 
roll  or  already  be  enrolled  in  the  supple¬ 
mentary  medical  insurance  plan  under 
Part  B. 

(b)  Requirements  for  eligibility  to  en¬ 
roll  for  “premium  hospital  insurance.  An 
individual  is  eligible  to  enroll  for  pre¬ 
mium  hospital  insurance  if: 

(1)  He  has  attained  age  65;  and 

(2)  He  is  already  enrolled  vmder  the 
supplementary  medical  insurance  plan 
imder  Part  B  of  title  XVIH  or  is  eligible 
for  such  enrollment  and  files  a  timely 
enfollment  request  which  entitles  him 
to  such  coverage:  and 

(3)  He  is  a  resident  of  the  United 
States  and  is  either — 

(i)  A  citizen  of  the  United  States,  or 

(ii)  An  alien  lawfully  admitted  for  per¬ 
manent  residence  who  resided  in  the 
United  States  continuously  for  the  5- 
year  period  immediately  preceding  the 
month  in  which  all  other  requirements 
are  met;  and 

(4)  He  is  not  otherwise  eligible  for 
hospital  insurance  benefits. 

(c)  EnrcXlment  and  coverage  periods. 
The  regulations  in  Subpart  B  of  this  F>art 
governing  supplementary  medical  insur¬ 
ance  enrollment  and  coverage  periods 
are  applicable  to  enrollment  and  periods 
of  coverage  for  premium  hospital  insur¬ 
ance,  subject  to  the  following  exceptions: 

(1)  Initial  enrollment  period — first 
eligibility  before  June  1973.  Individuals 
who  first  met  the  eligibility  requirements 
of  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  other 
than  subparagraph  (2)  thereof,  before 
June  1973  could  enroll  for  premium  hos¬ 
pital  insurance  benefits  during  a  9- 
month  initial  general  enrollment  period 
that  began  December  1,  1972.  and  ended 
August  31,  1973.  The  premium  hospital 
insurance  coverage  period  of  such  an  in¬ 
dividual  who  enrolled  during  such  9- 
month  period  began  on  whichever  of  the 
following  last  occurred: 

(i)  The  first  day  of  the  second  month 
afteir  the  month  in  which  he  enrolled: 
or 

(ii)  July  1, 1973;  or 

(iii)  The  first  day  of  the  first  month 
in  which  he  met  the  requirements  of  par¬ 
agraph  (b)  of  this  section. 


(2)  Termination  of  premium  hospital 
insurance  coverage  period — (i)  Filing  of 
request  for  termination.  An  individual 
may  at  any  time  file  a  notice  with  the 
Social  Security  Administration  that  he 
no  longer  wishes  to  participate  in  the 
hospital  insurance  program.  If  such  no¬ 
tice  is  filed  before  his  hospital  insurance 
coverage  period  begins,  he  will  be  deemed 
not  to  have  enrolled  for  such  insurance. 

If  such  notice  is  filed  during  his  coverage 
period,  such  period  will  terminate  at  tha 
close  of  the  month  following  the  month 
in  which  such  notice  is  filed; 

(ii)  Eligibility  for  hospital  insurance 
not  requiring  “premiums.  An  individual’s 
premium  hospital  insurance  coverage 
shall  terminate  with  the  month  before 
the  first  month  in  which  he  becomes 
eligible  for  hospital  insurance  benefits 
under  §  405.102.  Upon  such  termination, 
the  Individual  shall  be  deemed,  solely 
for  purposes  of  hospital  insurance  en¬ 
titlement,  to  have  filed  in  such  first 
month  the  application  required  to  estab¬ 
lish  such  entitlement; 

(iii)  Termination  of  supplementary 
medical  insurance  benefits.  ’The  termina¬ 
tion  of  an  individual’s  supplementary 
medical  insurance  coverage  period  shall 
result  in  the  simultaneous  termination 
of  his  premium  hospital  Insurance  cov¬ 
erage  period. 

(iv)  Nonpayment  of  premium.  An  in¬ 
dividual’s  premium  hospital  Insurance 
coverage  period  shall  be  terminated  be¬ 
cause  of  nonpasmient  of  premiums  under 
the  rules  provided  in  Subpart  I  of  this 
part  governing  termination  for  nonpay¬ 
ment  of  premiums  of  the  supplementary 
medical  insurance  of  an  individual  who 
is  not  entitled  to  monthly  benefits  pay¬ 
able  under  title  H  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act,  or  an 
act  administered  by  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  providing  retirement  or  sur¬ 
vivorship  protection  and  who  is  not  en¬ 
rolled  under  a  Federal-State  agreement 
pursuant  to  section  1843  of  the  Act. 

(3)  No  deemed  enrollment.  The  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  405.210  (b)  and  (c)  relating 
to  deemed  enrollment  for  supplementary 
medical  Insurance  of  certain  individuals 
who  become  entitled  to  hospital  insur¬ 
ance  do  not  apply  to  Individuals  enroll¬ 
ing  for  hospital  insurance  under  this 
section.  _ 

(d)  Premiums  for  hospital  insurance — 
(1)  Premiums  before  July  1914:  enroll¬ 
ment  in  initial  enrollment  period.  The 
monthly  premium  for  each  month  of 
coverage  before  July  1974  shall  be  $33. 

(2)  Premiums  after  June  1794;  enroll¬ 
ment  in  initial  enrollment  period.  For 
each  month  of  premium  hospital  insur¬ 
ance  coverage  after  June  1974,  the 
amount  of  the  hospital  Insurance  pre¬ 
mium  will  be  governed  as  follows:  ’The 
Secretary  wiH,  during  the  last  calendar 
quarter  of  1973  and  of  each  year  there¬ 
after.  determine  and  announce  the  dollar 
amount  of  the  premium  for  each  such 
month  of  coverage  in  the  12-month 
period  commencing  July  1  of  the  next 
year.  Such  premium  amount  for  each 
month  of  the  next  year  shall  be  equal  to 
($33  divided  by  $76)  multiplied  by  the 
amoimt  of  the  inpatient  hospited  de- 
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ductible  for  such  next  year,  promulgated 
vmder  S  405.113.  Any  amount  determined 
imder  the  preceding  sentence  which  is 
not  a  multiple  of  $1  shall  be  roimded  to 
the  nearest  multiple  of  $1,  or  if  midway 
between  multiples  of  $1,  to  the  next 
higher  multiple  of  $1. 

(3)  Enrollment  after  initial  enrollment 
period.  For  months  of  hospital  insurance 
coverage  resulting  from  enrollment  or 
reenrollment  by  an  individual  after  the 
close  of  his  initial  enrollment  period,  the 
amount  of  the  monthly  premium  as  de¬ 
termined  under  paragraph  (d)  (2)  of  this 
section  shall  be  subject  to  increase  in 
accordance  with  the  same  rules,  set  forth 
in  S  405.902(b).  as  are  applicable  to  sup¬ 
plementary  medical  insurance  premiums. 

(4)  Collection  of  premiums.  Premiums 
must  be  paid  for  premium  hospital  in¬ 
surance  under  the  same  rules  set  forth 
in  Subpart  I  of  this  Part  as  are  applicable 
to  collection  of  supplementary  medical 
insurance  premiums  from  individuals 
who  are  not  entitled  to  monthly  benefits 
payable  under  title  n  of  the  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Act,  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act, 
or  an  act  administered  by  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Conamission  providing  retirement  or 
siuTivorship  protection  and  who  are  not 
enrolled  pinmiant  to  a  Federal-State 
s^reement  under  section  1843  of  the 
Social  Security  Act. 

7.  A  new  §  405.107  is  added  to  read  as 
follows; 

§  405.107  Liinilations  on  entitleniont. 

No  payment  may  be  made  for: 

(a)  Post-hospital  extended  care  serv¬ 
ices  furnished  before  1967;  or 

(b)  Post-hospital  extended  care  serv¬ 
ices  furnished  after  1966,  or  post-hospital 
home  health  services  furnished  at  any 
time,  if  the  hospital  discharge  necessary 
to  qualify  such  services  for  payment  un¬ 
der  Part  A  of  title  XVin  occurred — 

(1)  In  the  case  of  an  individual  en¬ 
titled  to  hospital  insurance  benefits  under 
§  405.102,  before  July  1,  1966,  or  if  later, 
before  the  first  month  in  which  he  at¬ 
tained  age  65;  and 

(2)  In  the  case  of  an  individual  en¬ 
titled  to  hospital  insurance  benefits  under 
§§  405.104  or  405.105,  when  the  individual 
was  not  entitled  to  such  benefits. 

IPR  Doc.75-2785;  PUed  1-29-75; 8: 45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14  CFRPart71] 

(AlrspcM^e  Docket  No.  74-NE-59] 
Transition  Area  Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Is  considering  amending  §  71.181  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  regulations  so 
as  to  alter  the  Providence,  Rhode  Island, 
700-foot  Transition  Area. 

The  alteration  of  the  transition  area 
is  required  in  order  to  provide  controlled 
airspace  protection  for  aircraft  execut¬ 
ing  the  new  Localizer  Back  Course  Ap¬ 
proach  Procedure  to  be  established  at 
the  New  Bedford  Municipal  Airport,  New 
Bedford,  Massachusetts. 


Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  deedre. 
Ccmimunications  should  be  sulunltted  in 
triplicate  to  the  EHrector,  New  England 
Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air  TraflBc  Di¬ 
vision,  Department  of  Transportation, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  12  New 
England  Executive  Park,  Bmlington, 
Massachusetts  01803.  All  communica- 
tions  received  on  or  before  March  3, 1975 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  hearing 
is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  may  be  made  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  officials  by  contacting  the 
ministration  officials  by  contracting  the 
space  Branch,  New  England  Region. 

Any  data  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record 
for  consideration.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons 
at  the  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel. 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  12  New 
England  Executive  Park,  Burlkigton, 
Massachusetts. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
having  completed  a  review  of  the  air¬ 
space  requirements  for  the  terminal  area 
of  Providence,  Rhode  Island,  proposes 
the  airspace  action  hereinafter  set  forth; 

1.  Amend  the  description  of  the  Provi¬ 
dence,  Rhode  Island,  Transition  Area  in 
§  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  as  follows: 

After  the  words:  “within  a  7-mile  ra¬ 
dius  of  the  New  Bedford,  Massachusetts, 
Municipal  Airport  (Latitude  41*40'37" 
N.,  Longitude  70’’57'34"  W.).  within  8 
miles  SE  and  11  miles  NW  of  the  New 
Bedford  ILS  localizer  SW  course,  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  localizer  to  12  miles 
SW  of  the  Om.” 

Add;  “and  within  3  miles  each  side 
of  the  038*  bearing  from  the  New  Bed¬ 
ford,  Massachusetts,  OM,  extending  from 
the  7-mile  radius  to  14.5  miles  NE  of  the 
New  Bedford,  Massachusetts,  OM,  •  •  •” 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (72 
Stat.  749;  49  UA.C.  1348);  sec.  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.8.C. 
1665(c) ) ) 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  January  20, 1975. 

William  E.  Crosby, 

Acting  Director, 

New  England  Region. 
[PR  Doc.76-2731  Filed  l-29-76;8:46  am] 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
[5CFRPart890] 

HEALTH  BENEFITS 
Review  of  Claim  for  Payment  or  Service 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  under  au¬ 
thority  of  sections  8902 (j)  and  8913  of 
title  5,  United  States  Code,  it  is  proposed 
to  amend  Part  890  of  Title  5  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  by  deleting  §  890. 
103(d)  and  creating  a  S  890.105  to  provide 
for  Commission  review  of  denied  claims. 


or  porticms  thereof,  for  payment  or  serv¬ 
ice.  Carriers  and  other  interested  per¬ 
sons  may  submit  written  comments,  ob¬ 
jection  or  suggestions  to  the  Bureau  of 
Retirement,  Insurance  and  Occupational 
Health;  U.S.  Civil  Service  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20415;  comments  must 
be  received  by  March  3,  1975.  The  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  is  set  out  below. 

§  890.103  Employee  appeals,  rorree. 
lions,  and  adjautnicnts. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  [Revoked! 

•  •  •  •  • 

§  890.105  Review  of  claim  for  paynieiil 
or  service. 

(a)  The  Commission  does  not  adjudi¬ 
cate  individual  claims  for  payment  or 
service  under  health  benefits  plans.  In¬ 
dividual  claims  for  payment  or  service 
are  adjudicated  by  the  health  benefits 
plan  in  which  the  employee  or  annuitant 
is  enrolled. 

(b)  If  a  claim  (or  portion  of  a  claim) 
or  a  service  is  initially  denied  by  a  health 
benefits  plan,  the  plan  will  reconsider  its 
denial  upoa  receipt  within  one  year  of 
the  denial  of  written  request  for  recon¬ 
sideration  fiom  the  employee  or  annui¬ 
tant.  Such  written  request  should  set 
forth  the  reasons  why  the  employee  or 
annuitant  beheves  that  the  denied  claim 
or  service  should  have  been  paid  or  pro¬ 
vided.  The  plan  must  affirm  the  denial 
in  writing  to  the  employee  or  annuitant, 
setting  out  in  detail  the  reasons  therefor, 
within  30  days  after  receipt  of  the  request 
for  reconsideration  or  pay  or  provide  the 
claim  or  service  within  such  time,  unless 
it  requests  of  the  employee  or  annuitant 
additional  evidence  reasonably  necessary 
to  a  determination  and  such  evidence  has 
not  been  furnished. 

(c)  If  a  plan  either  affirms  its  denial 
of  a  claim  or  fails  to  respond  to  a  writ¬ 
ten  request  for  reconsideration  within  30 
days  of  the  request,  the  employee  or  an¬ 
nuitant  may  make  a  written  request  to 
the  Commission’s  Bureau  of  Retirement, 
Insurance,  and  Occupational  Health  for 
a  review  to  determine  whether  the  plan’s 
denial  is  in  accord  with  the  terms  of  the 
Commission’s  contract  with  the  carrier 
of  the  plan.%The  plan  shall  provide  writ¬ 
ten  notice  to  the  employee  or  annuitant 
of  the  right  to  request  such  a  review 
when  it  affirms  a  denial  after  reconsid¬ 
eration.  A  request  for  review  will  not  be 
honored  if  received  by  the  Commission 
more  than  90  days  from  the  date  of  the 
plan’s  affirmation  of  the  denial.  Nor  will 
a  request  for  review  be  honored  if,  upon 
request  by  the  Bureau,  the  employee  or 
annuitant  does  not  furnish  authorization 
signed  by  the  patient  (or  person  capable 
of  acting  for  the  patient)  for  the  release 
of  medical  evidence  to  the  Bureau. 

(d)  In  reviewing  a  claim  denied  by  a 
plan,  the  Bureau  will  review  copies  of 
all  original  evidence  and  findings  upon 
which  the  plan  denied  the  claim  and  any 
additional  evidence  submitted  to  the  Bu¬ 
reau  or  otherwise  obtained  by  the  plan 
or  Bureau.  Plans  will  release  such  evi¬ 
dence  and  findings  to  the  Bureau  with¬ 
in  30  days  of  request  therefor.  Any  evi¬ 
dence  obtained  by  the  Biureau  in 
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connection  with  a  review  of  the  denied 
claim  will  be  held  privileged  and  confl> 
dential  and  will  be  reviewed  only  by  per¬ 
sons  having  official  need  to  see  it. 

(e)  In  reviewing  a  claim  denied  by  a 
plan,  the  Bureau  may  request  the  em¬ 
ployee  or  annuitant  to  obtain  and  sub¬ 
mit  additional  medical  or  hospital  rec¬ 
ords.  The  Bureau  may  also  request  a  con¬ 
fidential  advisory  opinion  from  an  Inde¬ 
pendent  physician,  or  such  other  infor¬ 
mation  or  evidence  as  may  in  the  Bu¬ 
reau’s  Judgment,  be  required  to  evaluate 
the  claim  denial.  A  Bureau  request  for 
an  advisory  opinion  shall  not  disclose 
the  identity  of  the  claimant  or  patient, 
the  plan,  or  any  medical  Institutions  or 
physicians  involved  in  the  claim. 

(f)  Within  30  days  after  aU  evidence 
requested  by  the  Bureau  has  been  re¬ 
ceived,  it  shall  notify  the  employee  and 
the  plan  of  its  findings  on  review. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[FEt  D00.7&-2826  PUed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 

COST  ACCOUNTING  STANDARDS 
BOARD 

[4CFRPart303] 

RELEASE  OF  INFORMATION 
Fee  Schedules 

In  order  to  refiect  the  new  require¬ 
ments  established  by  Pub.  L.  93-502, 
which  amended  5  U.S.C.  552  known  as 
the  Freedom  of  Information  Act,  the 
Cost  Accounting  Standards  Board  Is 
amending  Part  303  of  its  regulations  as 
shown  below. 

The  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  551  and  553- 
559  are  not  applicable  to  the  Cost  Ac¬ 
counting  Standards  Board.  Additionally, 
because  the  amendments  are  essentially 
procedural,  they  do  not  constitute  the 
type  of  regulation  which  is  required  by 
Pub.  L.  91-379  to  be  published  for  com¬ 
ment  and  to  be  transmitted  to  the  Con¬ 
gress.  The  amendments  therefore  wUl 
take  effect  on  February  19, 1975,  the  date 
on  which  Pub.  L.  93-502  becomes  effec¬ 
tive. 

S  303.5  Fees  for  copying  is  revised  as 
follows: 

§  303.5  Fees  for  copying. 

(a)  The  fee  for  searching  for  and 
duplicating  Board  records  shall  be  $5.00 
for  each  full  hour  of  time  required.  No 
charge  will  be  made  for  fractions  of  an 
hovur. 

(b)  Any  Inquiry  that  appears  to  In¬ 
volve  a  total  of  more  than  10  hours  of 
search  and  duplication  time  will  not  be 
regarded  as  a  request  for  information 
under  this  Part  303  unless  this  part  is 
specifically  cited  or  the  inquirer  specifi¬ 
cally  agrees  to  accept  costs  necessary  to 
cover  the  estimated  number  of  hours 
Involved. 

(c)  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing, 
no  charge  or  a  reduced  charge  will  be 
made  whenever  the  Executive  Secretary 
of  the  Cost  Accoimting  Standards  Board 


determines  that  a  waiver  or  reduction  of 
the  fee  is  in  the  public  interest  because 
furnishing  the  information  can  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  primarily  benefiting  the  gen¬ 
eral  public. 

S  303.9  Refusal  to  make  record  avail¬ 
able  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  303.9  Refusal  to  make  record  avail¬ 
able. 

(a)  Where  the  material  requested  is 
not  in  being,  is  not  a  record,  is  an  ex¬ 
empted  record,  or  is  otherwise  unavail¬ 
able,  the  request  will  be  denied.  The  per¬ 
son  making  the  request  will  be  informed 
within  10  working  days  after  receipt  of 
the  request  for  the  material  of  the  de¬ 
nial  and  the  reason  therefor. 

(b)  Not  more  than  20  days  after  a  re¬ 
quest  for  a  record  is  denied  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  the  person 
making  the  request  may  appeal  the  de¬ 
nial  to  the  Chairman,  Cost  Accoimting 
Standards  Board,  who  will  make  deter¬ 
minations  on  such  appeals.  The  appeal 
shall  be  by  letter,  and  shall  identify  the 
material  requested  and  denied  in  the 
same  manner  as  it  was  identified  in  the 
initial  request;  shall  indicate  the  dates 
of  the  request  and  denial;  and  shall  indi¬ 
cate  the  expressed  basis  for  the  denial. 
In  addition,  the  letter  of  appeal  shall 
state  briefly  and  succinctly  the  reasons 
why  the  record  should  be  made  available. 

(c)  The  Chairman  may  consult  with 
others  in  making  his  determination,  and 
shall  by  letter  Inform  the  requester, 
within  20  business  days  after  receipt  of 
the  appeal,  whether  the  requested  ma¬ 
terial  will  be  made  available  in  whole  or 
in  part.  If  the  request  is  denied  in  whole 
or  in  part,  the  basis  for  denial  will  be 
stated. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  February  19,  1975. 

(84  Stat.  796  Sec.  103;  60  U.S.C.  App.  sec. 
2168) 

Arthur  Schoenhaut, 
Executive  Secretary. 
[FB  Doc.75-2804  FUed  1-29-75; 8:46  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[  40  CFR  Part  52  ] 

[FRL  294-7] 

CALIFORNIA 

Proposed  Disapproval  of  Sulfur  Dioxide 
Regulation 

On  May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10842),  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1972  (37  FR  19812),  and 
May  14, 1973  (38  FR  12702) ,  pursuant  to 
section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  §  1857c-5  )and  40 
CFR  Part  51,  the  Administrator  approved 
and  promulgated  portions  of  the  Califor¬ 
nia  Plan  for  implementation,  mainte¬ 
nance,  and  enforcement  of  the  National 
Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards.  Among 
the  regulations  so  approved  was  Bay  Area 
Air  Pollution  Control  District  Regula¬ 
tion  2,  §§3121-3123.9,  4110,  5110,  and 
6110,  dealing  with  sulfur  dioxide. 

Section  3121  of  Regulation  2  prohibits 
any  emission  of  sulfur  dioxide  which  re¬ 


sults  in  ground  level  concentrations  of 
sulfur  dioxide  exceeding  certain  speci¬ 
fied  limitations,  measured  as  parts  of 
sulfur  dioxide  per  million  parts  air  by 
volume.  Section  3122  prohibits  the  emis¬ 
sion  of  gas  containing  sulfur  dioxide  in 
excess  of  300  parts  per  million  (ppm)  by 
volume,  except  as  provided  for  in  §  3123. 
Sections  3123-3123.9  permit  a  subject 
source  to  avoid  the  requirement  of 
meeting  the  constant  emission  limitation 
of  300  ppm  by  complying  with  the  limi¬ 
tations  on  groimd  level  concentrations 
of  sulfur  dioxide  as  specified  in  the  regu¬ 
lation. 

Sections  4110,  5110,  and  6110,  dealing 
respectively  with  emissions  from  incin¬ 
eration  or  salvage  operations,  heat  trans¬ 
fer  operations,  and  general  combustion 
or  general  operations,  prohibit  emissions 
of  sulfur  dioxide  in  excess  of  the  limits 
provided  in  sections  3121  and  3122.  As 
stated  above.  §  3122  contains  an  excep¬ 
tion  based  upon  §  3123,  which  in  turn  re¬ 
fers  to  §§  3123.1-3123.9.  Therefore 
§§3121-3123.9,  inclusive,  are  the  effec¬ 
tive  regulations  applicable  to  sources 
subject  to  sections  4110,  5110,  and  6110. 

The  Administrator  proposed  to  disap¬ 
prove  §§32121-3123.9,  4110,  5110,  and 
6110  of  Regulation  2  and  to  promulgate 
replacement  regulations  on  the  grounds 
that  the  strategy  presently  contained  in 
the  named  sections  permits  optional  non- 
compliance  by  a  subject  source  with  the 
specified  emission  limitation  and  there¬ 
fore  does  not  meet  the  requirements  of 
section  110(a)  (2)  (B)  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  as  amended  (42  UB.C.  1857c-5(a) 
(2)  (B) ) ,  as  discussed  below. 

Section  110(a)(1)  of  the  Clean 'Air 
Act  requires  States  to  submit  plans  for 
the  implementation,  maintenance,  and 
enforcement  of  primary  and  secondary 
air  quality  standards  in  each  air  quality 
control  region  within  such  States.  Sec¬ 
tion  110(a)  (2)  deals  with  approval  and 
disapproval  by  the  Administrator  of  such 
plans  or  portions  thereof.  Subsection  (B) 
of  that  section  provides  that  such  a  plan, 
to  be  approved,  must  contain  emission 
limitations,  schedules  and  timetables  for 
compliance  with  such  limitations,  “and 
such  other  measures  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary”  to  ensure  attainment  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  such  primary  or  secondary 
standards. 

Regulations  submitted  by  several 
States  as  part  of  the  implementation 
plans  for  those  States  contain  both  emis¬ 
sion  limitations  and  ambient  air  stand¬ 
ards.  Such  ambient  air  standards  may  !}e 
included  in  State  plans  as  among  the 
“other  measures"  which  may  be  “neces¬ 
sary”  to  attain  or  maintain  National 
Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards. 

Certain  regulations  which  could  be 
Interpreted  to  permit  compliance  with 
an  ambient  air  standard  as  an  “option” 
to  compliance  with  a  specified  emission 
limitation  were  submitted  as  parts  of 
some  State  implementation  plans.  How¬ 
ever.  the  Administrator  indicated  that  he 
had  serious  reservations  concerning  such 
“optional”  features  in  regulations.  In  the 
preamble  to  the  May  31,  1972  Federal 
Register  (37  FR  10842,  10845)  contaln- 
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Ing  initial  approves  and  disapprovals  of 
submitted  State  plans,  including  the 
California  plan  containing  Bay  Area  Air 
Pollution  Control  District  Regulation  2, 

?§  3121-3123.9.  4110,  5110,  and  6110, 
the  Administrator  discussed  such  "Op¬ 
tional  Controls”,  stating; 

Several  State  plans  Include  regulations 
under  which  a  source  owner  or  operator  could 
be  exempt  from  compliance  with  an  appli¬ 
cable  emission  limitation  If  he  can  show 
that  emissions  from  the  source  will  not  In¬ 
terfere  with  attainment  or  maintenance  of 
the  national  standards.  The  Administrator 
neither  approves  nor  disapproves  such  op¬ 
tional  control  features.  States  are  advised, 
however,  that  action  taken  to  aUow  any  such 
exemptions  wUl  constitute  revision  of  a  State 
plan  and  therefore  will  be  subject  at  that 
time  to  the  Administrator's  approval. 

Although  this  statement  specifically 
mentions  National  Ambient  Air  Quality 
Standards,  it  was  intended  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  and  logically  extends  to 
cover  any  type  of  ambient  air  limita¬ 
tion,  including  ground  level  concentra¬ 
tion  limitations  such  as  are  contained  in 
Bay  Area  Air  Pollution  Control  District 
Regulation  2,  sections  3121-3123.9,  4110, 
5110,  and  6110.  While  not  at  that  time 
specifically  disapproving  regulations 
which  Included  such  optional  ambient 
air  standards,  the  Administrator  thus 
announced  his  intention  to  review  such 
optional  features  in  regulations  at  a  fu¬ 
ture  date  and  to  disapprove  them  if  he 
deemed  such  disapproval  necessary  to 
properly  carry  out  the  Clean  Air  Act. 

It  has  been  and  continues  to  be  the 
policy  of  EPA  that  sources  must  be  re¬ 
quired  to  comply  with  emission  limita¬ 
tions  as  the  principal  means  of  attaining 
and  maintaining  the  National  Ambient 
Air  Quality  Standards.  Regulations 
which  do  not  contain  such  limitations 
are  not  approvable.  Regulations  which 
contain  an  emission  limitation  but  which 
permit  compliance  with  ambient  air  lim¬ 
itations  as  an  option  to  compliance  with 
the  emission  limitation  are  also  not  ap¬ 
provable.  Therefore,  EPA  is  taking  steps 
to  formally  disapprove  such  optional 
features  in  regulations  contained  in  sev¬ 
eral  State  plans. 

Such  action  is  consistent  with  the  deci¬ 
sion  by  the  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
Fifth  Circuit  in  Natural  Resources  De¬ 
fense  Council,  et  al.  v.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  489  P.  2d  390,  de¬ 
cided  February  8,  1974,  in  which  the 
court  held  that  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended,  requires  States  to  attain  Na¬ 
tional  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 
primarily  through  use  of  emission  reduc¬ 
tion  controls,  stating  that  other  meas¬ 
ures.  such  as  dispersion  techniques,  may 
be  used  only  if  ( 1)  it  is  demonstrated  that 
emission  reductions  suflBcient  to  meet 
the  national  standards  in  the  specified 
3 -year  time  period  are  unavailable  or 
infeasible,  i.e.,  only  if.  in  the  language 
of  section  110(a)  (2)  (B)  of  the  Act,  they 
are  “necessary”,  or  (2)  it  is  demon¬ 
strated  that  emission  limiting  regula¬ 
tions  included  in  the  State  implementa¬ 
tion  plan  are  sufficient  standing  alone  to 
attain  the  standards.  The  court  further 
stated  that  it  is  not  sufficient  that  a  State 


plan  include  a  stated  emission  limitation 
applicable  to  every  source  in  the  State 
and  that,  with  the  help  of  dispersion 
techniques,  the  plan  guarantees  attain¬ 
ment  of  the  National  Ambient  Air  Qual¬ 
ity  Standards.  Rather,  the  court  said,  in 
enforcing  the  provisions  of  section  110 
(a)  (2)  (B)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  where  a 
State  plan  Includes  both  emission  lim¬ 
iting  controls  and  dLspiersion  enhance¬ 
ment  controls,  it  is  necessary  to  examine 
the  emission  limitation  included  in  the 
plan  to  determine  the  relative  degrees  of 
reliance  the  plan  places  on  emission  lim¬ 
itation  and  dispersion  enhancement. 
Such  examination  is  necessary  because 
the  C!lean  Air  Act  requires  that  the  re¬ 
liance  placed  upon  emission  limitations 
be  the  maximum  amoimt  possible. 

The  language  of  sections  3121-3123.9 
of  Regulation  2  makes  it  clear  that  the 
local  air  pollution  control  agency  is  free 
to  place  little  or  no  reliance  on  the  emis¬ 
sion  limitation  contained  in  §  3122.  Sec¬ 
tions  3121-3123.9  permit  a  source  to 
comply  with  the  ambient  air  standards 
specified  in  the  regulation  by  use  of  dis¬ 
persion  enhancement  techniques,  such 
as  are  referred  to  in  the  NRDC  v.  EPA 
case  discussed  above.  There  is  no  re¬ 
quirement  in  those  sections  or  in  sections 
4110,  5110,  or  6110  that  the  subject 
source  apply  constant  emission  control 
wherever  technology  is  available.  In 
actual  practice  the  local  agency  does  ac¬ 
cept  compliance  by  sources  with  the  am¬ 
bient  air  standards  specified  in  the  reg¬ 
ulation  as  a  substitute  for  compliance 
with  the  emission  limitation. 

Furthermore,  enforcement  actions  un¬ 
dertaken  by  EPA  in  the  Bay  Area  Air 
Pollution  Control  District  have  demon¬ 
strated  that  a  regulation  which  contains 
such  optional  features  is  extremely  diffi¬ 
cult,  if  not  impossible  to  enforce  by  EPA 
in  accordance  i^ith  the  requirements  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act.  Such  regulations  may 
additionally  be  unenforceable  by  citizen 
suit  under  section  304(a)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1857h-2 
(a)),  which  permits  suit  only  against  a 
person  who  is  alleged  to  be  in  violation 
of  an  emission  standard  or  limitation, 
not  against  one  who  may  be  in  violation 
of  another  type  of  standard,  such  as  the 
ambient  air  standards  involved  in  Reg¬ 
ulation  2.  section  3121.  The  court  in  the 
NRDC  V.  EPA.  discussed  above,  recog¬ 
nized  this  difficulty. 

The  requirement  in  section  110(a)(2) 
(B)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  for  emission 
limitations  in  State  plans  does  not  per¬ 
mit  such  limitations,  once  approved,  to 
be  avoided,  either  by  a  subject  source  or 
by  the  control  agencies  responsible  for 
enforcing  the  regulations  in  the  plan. 
Therefore,  any  regulation  which  permits 
.such  optional  non-compliance  with,  or 
non-enforcement  of,  the  stated  emission 
limitation  must  be  disapproved. 

In  light  of  the  foregoing,  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  has  determined  that  Bay  Area  Air 
Pollution  Control  District  Regulation  2, 
§§3121-3123.9,  4110,  5110,  and  6110  do 
not  meet  the  requirements  of  section  110 
(a)  (2)  (B)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  1857c-5(a)  (2)  (B) ), 
and  are  inconsistent  with  the  decision  of 


the  XJJS.  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Fifth 
Circuit  in  NRDC  v.  EPA,  discussed  above. 
Therefore,  it  is  proposed  to  disapprove 
those  sections  of  the  regulation.  Because 
the  optional  features  in  the  regulation 
are  not  easily  separable  from  the  stated 
emissiem  limitation,  it  is  proposed  to 
disapprove  all  the  named  sections.  It  is 
prop<»ed  to  promulgate  in  place  of  sec¬ 
tions  3121-3123.9  a  Federal  regulation 
which  is  substantively  Identical  to  sec¬ 
tion  3122,  which  contains  the  emission 
limitation  of  300  ppim.  It  is  also  proposed 
to  promulgate  a  replacement  Federal  reg¬ 
ulation  for  each  of  sections  4110,  5110, 
and  6110,  in  each  case  substituting  the 
emission  limitation  of  300  ppm  in  place 
of  the  reference  to  sections  3121  and 
3122.  The  emission  limitation  of  300  ppm 
in  the  regulations,  when  taken  together 
with  the  other  regulations  of  the  Bay 
Area  Air  Pollution  Control  District,  has 
been  determined  by  the  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  to  be  sufficient  to  achieve  and 
maintain  the  National  Ambient  Air 
Quality  Standards  for  sulfur  dioxide  in 
the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Air  Quality 
Control  Region.  Because  at  this  time  the 
emission  limitation  alone  appears  to  be 
adequate,  other  control  measures  are  not 
believed  to  be  necessary  for  attainment 
or  maintenance  of  the  national  stand¬ 
ards  in  the  affected  air  quality  control 
region. 

The  public  is  encouraged  to  submit 
written  comments  on  this  proposed  rule- 
making.  All  comments  postmarked  on  or 
before  March  3,  1975  will  be  considered. 
Comments  should  be  addressed  to: 

Paul  De  Falco,  Jr..  Regional  Admlnl^rator 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Region  IX 
100  California  Street 
San  Francisco  CA  94111 

All  comments  will  be  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  during  business  hours  at 
the  above  address  and  at  the  Division  of 
Stationary  Source  Enforcement,  EPA, 
Room  3202  Waterside  Mall.  401  “M” 
Street,  SW,  Washington,  D.C.  20460.  At 
the  end  of  the  30-day  period  and  after 
review  of  any  comments  received,  the 
Administrator  will  take  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  to  finalize 
the  proposed  action. 

This  proposed  rulemaking  is  Issued 
under  the  authority  of  section  110(c)  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended  [42  U.S.C. 
§  1857c-5(c)]. 

Dated:  January  23,  1975. 

John  Quarles, 
Acting  Administrator. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Chapter  I, 
Title  40  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  as  follows: 

Subpart  F — California 
1.  Section  52.232  is  added  as  follows: 

§  52.232  Control  strategy:  Sulfur  di¬ 
oxide,  San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Intra¬ 
state  Kegion. 

(a)  Sections  3121  through  3123.9,  sec¬ 
tion  4110,  section  5110,  and  section  6110 
of  Regulation  2  of  the  Bay  Area  Air  Pol¬ 
lution  Control  District  are  disapproved  as 
not  meeting  the  requirements  of  section 
110(a)(2)(B)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
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amended  (42  U.S.C.  1857c-5(a)  (2)  (B) ) , 
because  they  permit  sources  to  comply 
with  the  specified  ambient  air  quality 
standards  in  lieu  of  complying  with  the 
approved  emission  limitation. 

(b)  Replacement  Regulation  for  Bay 
Area  Air  Pollution  Control  District  Regu¬ 
lation  2,  Sections  3121  through  3123.9 
( San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Instrastate  Re¬ 
gion)  .  No  person  shall  cause,  let,  E>ermit, 
suffer,  or  allow  the  emission  of  gas  con¬ 
taining  sulfur  dioxide  in  excess  of  300 
ppm  (vol) .  All  sampling  of  exhaust  gases 
shall  follow  the  techniques  prescribed  in 
Bay  Area  Air  Pollution  Control  District 
Regulation  2,  Chapter  2,  Division  8,  as 
presently  approved  by  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  as  part  of  the  State  of 
California  plan  for  the  implementation 
of  the  National  Ambient  Air  Quality 
Standards.  For  purposes  of  this  section, 
all  sulfur  present  in  gaseous  compoimds 
containing  oxygen  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
present  as  sulfur  dioxide,  and  analysis  of 
samples  taken  to  determine  the  amount 
of  sulfur  dioxide  in  exhaust  gases  shall 
be  made  as  specified  in  Bay  Area  Air  Pol¬ 
lution  Control  District  Regulation  2, 
Chapter  1,  Division  9,  as  presently  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Environmental  Protrotion 
Agency.  Tests  for  determining  compli¬ 
ance  with  this  section  shall  be  for  not 
less  than  15  consecutive  minutes  or  90% 
of  the  time  of  factual  source  operation, 
whichever  is  less. 

(c)  Replacement  Regulation  for  Bay 
Area  Air  Pollution  Control  District  Reg¬ 
ulation^  2,  section  4110  iSan  Francisco 
Bay  Area  Intrastate  Region) .  Sulfur 
Dioxide.  No  person  shall  cause,  let,  per¬ 
mit,  suffer,  or  allow  the  emission  from 
any  Incineration  operation  or  salvage 
operation  of  sulfur  dioxide  in  excess  of 
300  ppm  (vol). 

(d)  Replacement  Regulation  for  Bay 
Area  Air  Pollution  Control  District  Reg¬ 
ulation  2,  section  5110  iSan  Francisco 
Bay  Area  Intrastate  Region) .  Sulfur 
Dioxide.  No  person  shall  cause,  let,  per¬ 
mit,  suffer,  or  allow  the  emission  from 
any  heat  transfer  operation  of  sulfur 
dioxide  in  excess  of  300  ppm  (vol) . 

(e)  Replacement  Regulation  for  Bay 
Area  Air  Pollution  Control  District  Reg¬ 
ulation  2,  section  6110  (San  Francisco 
Bay  Area  Intrastate  Region) .  Sulfur 
Dioxide.  No  person  shall  cause,  let,  per¬ 
mit,  suffer,  or  allow  the  emission  from 
any  general  combustion  operation  or 
general  operation  of  sulfur  dioxide  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  300  ppm  (vol). 

(FR Doc.75-2859  Piled  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


[  40  CFR  Part  52  ] 

[FRL  328-6] 

MARYLAND 

Proposed  Revision  To  Implementation 
Plan 

On  December  11,  1974,  the  Governor 
of  Msiryland  submitted  to  the  Regional 
Administrator  proposed  amendments  to 
the  approved  Maryland  State  Imple¬ 
mentation  Plan  for  the  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  national  ambient  air 
quality  standards. 


The  proposed  amendments  consist  of 
additions,  changes  and  deletions  to  sec¬ 
tions  10.03.35  through  10.03.41  inclusive 
of  the  rules  and  regulatiims  governing 
the  control  of  air  pollution  in  the  State 
of  Maryland,  and  include  the  following: 

1.  Phasing  out  of  existing  rotary  cup 
burners  except  those  fitted  with  dust 
collectors  as  of  July  1,  1975,  and  pro¬ 
hibition  of  new  rotary  cup  burners. 

2.  Prohibition  of  new  residual  fuel 
fired  burners  having  a  heat  input  rate 
of  less  than  13  million  BTU/hour  and 
requirement  that  any  residual  fuel  fired 
burning  equipment  erected  after  Janu¬ 
ary  17.  1972  and  having  a  heat  input 
rate  of  greater  than  13  million  BTU/hour 
be  fitted  with  a  dust  collector.  Inter¬ 
ruptible  gas  fired  units  would  be  exempt 
from  these  regulations. 

3.  Prohibition  of  new  fuel  burning 
equipment  designed  for  the  use  of  solid 
fuel  in  which  any  individual  furnace  has 
a  heat  input  rate  of  less  than  50  million 
BTU/hour,  and  requirement  that  all 
solid  fuel  burners  erected  after  Janu¬ 
ary  17,  1972,  regardless  of  heat  input 
rate,  be  fitted  with  dust  collectors.  Inter¬ 
ruptible  gas  fired  units  would  also  be 
exempt  from  these  regulations. 

4.  Additional  definitions  of  terms  used 
In  the  Maryland  State  Air  Pollution  Con¬ 
trol  Regulations. 

5.  Postponement  of  the  0.5  percent 
sulfur-in-fuel  content  requiremwits,  for 
residual  fuel  oil,  from  July  1,  1975  to 
July  1,  1980. 

On  September  17,  1974,  the  State  of 
Maryland  submitted  proof  that  public 
hearings  regarding  these  proposed 
changes,  with  the  appropriate  30  day 
notice,  took  place  on  August  6.  1974  in 
Takoma  Park,  Maryland  and  August  7, 
1974  in  Baltimore,  Maryland. 

This  notice  is  to  advise  the  public  of 
the  receipt  of  these  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  and  to  request  public  comment  on 
them.  Only  those  comments  received  be¬ 
fore  March  3,  1975,  will  be  considered. 
The  Administrator’s  decision  to  ap¬ 
prove  or  disapprove  these  proposed  revi¬ 
sions  will  be  based  on  whether  or  not  they 
meet  the  requirements  of  section  110(a) 
(2)(A)-(H)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and 
EPA  regulations  in  40  CffTEl  Part  51. 

Copies  of  the  proposed  revisions  and 
the  analysis  on  which  they  are  based  are 
available  for  public  Inspection  during 
normal  business  hours  at  the  Offices  of 
EPA,  Region  in,  Curtis  Building.  Sixth 
and  Walnut  Streets,  Philadelphia,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  19106;  at  the  Office  of  the 
Maryland  Bureau  of  Air  Quality  Control, 
601  North  Howard  Street,  Baltimore, 
Maryland,  21201;  and  at  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Center,  EPA,  401  M  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20460.  All  com¬ 
ments  should  be  directed  to  the  Acting 
Chief,  Air  Planning  Branch,  Division  of 
Air  and  Hazardous  Materials,  EPA,  Re¬ 
gion  m,  Curtis  Building,  Sixth  and  Wal¬ 
nut  Streets,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania 
19106. 

(43U.S.C.  1857C-5) 

Dated:  January  23,  1975. 

Danixl  J.  Snyder  m. 

Regional  Administrator. 
[FR  Doo.75-2860  FUed  l-29-75;8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[47  CFR  Part  73] 

[Docket  No.  20265] 

AM  STATION  ASSIGNMENT  STANDARDS 

Order  Extending  Time  for  Filing  Comments 
and  Reply  Comments 

In  the  matter  of  Amendment  of  Part 
73  of  the  Commission’s  rules  regarding 
AM  Station  Assignment  Standards. 

1.  On  November  27, 1974,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  adopted  a  notice  of  proposed  mle 
making  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding. 
Publication  was  given  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  December  9,  1974,  39  FR 
42920.  'The  dates  for  filing  comments  and 
reply  comments  are  presently  Janu¬ 
ary  31,  and  March  4, 1975. 

2.  On  January  15,  1974,  the  law  firm 
of  Smith  and  Pepper  requested  that  the* 
time  for  filing  comments  and  reply  com¬ 
ments  be  extended  to  and  including 
March  3  and  April  3,  1975,  respectively. 
Smith  and  Pepper  states  that  it  repre¬ 
sents  a  number  of  stations  with  an  in¬ 
terest  in  this  proceeding  and  the  re¬ 
quested  additional  time  is  necessitated 
by  the  difficulty  in  obtaining,  within  the 
allotted  time,  the  requisite  data,  includ¬ 
ing  extensive  engineering  studies,  area 
and  population  data,  and  information 
concerning  the  special  needs  of  particu¬ 
lar  areas  and  populations  which  will  be 
most  helpful  to  the  Commission  in 
reaching  a  resolution  of  this  proceeding. 

3.  We  are  of  the  view  that  the  public 
interest  would  be  served  by  extending  the 
time  in  this  proceeding.  Accordingly,  it 
is  ordered.  That  the  dates  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  and  reply  comments,  are  ex¬ 
tended  to  and  including  March  3  and 
April  3, 1975,  respectively, 

4.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
authority  found  in  sections  4(i) ,  5(d)  (1) , 
and  303(r)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.281  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Adopted:  January  21, 1975. 

Released;  January  23, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Wallace  E.  Johnson. 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 
[FR  Doc.75-2791  FUed  1-29-75:8:45  am] 


[47  CFR  Part  73] 

[Docket  No.  20292] 

FM  BROADCAST  STATIONS 

Table  of  Assignments;  111.  and  Mo.; 
Extension  of  Time 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assigi^ents,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Paducah,  Ken¬ 
tucky;  Vienna,  Illinois;  and  Farmington, 
Missouri)  Docket  No.  20292,  RM-2188, 
RM-2265,  RM-2410. 

1,  On  December  11, 1974,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  Issued  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding. 
Publication  was  given  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  December  20,  1974,  39.  FR 
44037.  The  dates  for  filing  comments  and 
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reply  comments  are  January  24  and  F'eb- 
ruary  13. 1975,  respectively. 

2.  On  January  17,  1975,  Joe  W.  Hebei, 
by  counsel,  requested  that  the  time  for 
filing  comments  be  extended  for  30  days. 
Counsel  states  that  Mr.  Hebei  and  his 
engineer  have  contacted  other  parties 
attempting  to  agree  on  assignments  of 
channels  for  all  other  cities  involved  and 
these  negotiations  will  not  be  completed 
for  30  days. 

3.  We  are  of  the  view  that  the  re¬ 
quested  extension  is  warranted.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  the  dates  for  fil¬ 
ing  comments  and  reply  comments  are 
extended  to  and  including  February  24 
and  March  14,  1975,  respectively. 

4.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
authority  found  in  sections  4(i) ,  5(d)  (1), 
and  303 (r)  of  the  Commimications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  {§0.281  and 
1.46  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Adopted:  January  21, 1975. 

Released:  January  23, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[Seal]  Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

[PR  Doc.75-2790  PUed  1-29-75:8:46  am) 


[  47  CFR  Part  73  ] 

(PCC  75-55:  Docket  No.  20325] 

FM  BROADCAST  STATIONS 

Table  of  Assignments  in  Certain  States 

In  the  matter  of  Amendment  of  §  73. 
202(b).  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Payson,  Ariz.;  Pauls 
Valley,  Okla.;  Pine  C?ity,  Minn.;  Pratt¬ 
ville,  Ala.;  Center,  Tex.;  Lake  Arrow¬ 
head,  Calif.;  Bloomfield,  Ind.;  Provi¬ 
dence,  Ky.;  Bethany,  Mo.;  Pulaski, 
N.Y.;  Soldotna-Kenai,  Alaska;  Clear 
Lake,  la.;  and  Silverton,  Colo.)  Docket 
No.  20325,  RM-2335.  RM-2387,  RM-2392, 
RM-2400.  RM-2402,  RM-2414,  RM-2433. 
RM-2435.  RM-2437,  RM-2441,  RM-2453, 
RM-2458.  RM-2459. 

1.  Notice  of  proposed  rule  making  is 
hereby  given  concerning  the  amendment 
of  §  73.202(b)  of  the  rules,  the  FM  Table 
of  Assignments,  to  add  a  channel  to  the 
above-listed  communities,  as  has  been 
requested  in  the  rule  making  petitions.  In 
each  of  the  communities  there  is  a  pro¬ 
posal  for  a  Class  A  channel.*  Population 


1  In  fairness  to  petitioners  for  FM  channel 
assignments  every  effort  Is  made  to  prepare 
and  Issue  notices  of  proposed  rule  making 
chronologically  on  the  basis  of  the  date  of 
the  public  notice  which  announced  that  a 
petition  for  rule  making  has  been  accepted 
and  assigned  a  rule  making  number.  How¬ 
ever,  this  policy  Is  not  adhered  to  in  those 
Instances  where  a  petition  meets  the  follow¬ 
ing  tests:  (1)  petition  is  for  a  Class  A  chan¬ 
nel,  which  if  assigned,  would  not  affect  exist¬ 
ing  assignments  and  presents  no  serious 
preclusion  problems:  (2)  the  proposed  as¬ 
signment  would  provide  for  a  first  local  PM 
service  or  a  flr.st  local  nighttime  aural  service 
to  a  community:  (3)  no  opposition  or  coun¬ 
terproposal  is  filed  upon  public  notice  of 
acceptance  of  the  petition  and  (4)  the  peti¬ 
tioner  states  he  will  apply  for  a  construction 


figures  are  from  the  1970  U.S.  Census. 
The  proposed  channels  sought  by  each 
petitioner  are  as  follows: 

BM-2335  Channel  380A  to  Payson,  Arizona 
(Charles  W.  Carpenter) . 

RM-2385  Channel  249A  to  Pauls  Valley, 
Oklahoma  (Garvin  County  Broadcasting, 
Incorporated) . 

RM-2392  Channel  221A  to  Pine  City,  Min¬ 
nesota  (WCMP  Broadcasting  Company). 
RM-2400  Channel  237A  to  Prattville,  Ala¬ 
bama  (Prattville  Radio,  Inc.) . 

RM-2402  Channel  272A  -  to  Center,  Texas 
(Center  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.) . 

BM-2414  Channel  280A  to  Lake  Arrowhead, 
California  (Arrowhead  Broadcasting  Co.). 
RM-2433  Channel  224A  to  Bloomfield,  In¬ 
diana  (Charles  D.  Sears) . 

RM-2435  Channel  249A  to  Providence,  Ken¬ 
tucky  (Webster  County  Broadcasting,  Inc.) . 
RM-2437  Channel  240A  to  Bethany.  Mlssoiiri 
(Eugene  Vaughn) . 

RM-2441  Channel  269A  to  Pulaski,  New  York 
(Oswego- Jefferson  Broadcasting,  Inc.). 
RM-2453  Channel  261A  to  Soldotna-Kenai, 
Alaska  (KSRM,  Inc.) . 

RM-2458  Channel  276A  to  Clear  Lake,  Iowa 
(Klear  Lake  Brodcastlng  C<Mnpany) . 

RM-2459  Channel  280A  to  Silverton,  Colo¬ 
rado  (Crystal  Hill,  Inc.) . 

2.  Payson,  Arizona  (.RM-2335) .  CTharles 
W.  Carpenter  (petitioner),  filed  a  peti¬ 
tion  on  February  26,  1974,  proposing  the 
assignment  of  Channel  280A  to  Payson, 
Arizona.  Channel  280A  could  be  assigned 
to  Payson  in  conformity  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  minimum  mileage  separation 

.  rule  without  affecting  any  of  the  pres¬ 
ently  assigned  channels  in  the  FM  Table. 
Payson  (population  1,490)  is  located  in 
Gila  County  (population  29,255),  some 
65  miles  northeast  of  Phoenix,  Arizona. 
Payson  has  no  local  broadcast  facilities. 

3.  In  support  of  his  request,  pietitioner 
states  that,  although  the  1970  Census 
gives  the  community  a  pKoulation  of 
1,490,  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  esti¬ 
mates  the  present  year-round  popula¬ 
tion  to  be  3,200  and  projects  a  perma¬ 
nent  population  of  10,000  within  the  city 
limits  by  1980.  He  states  that  Payson  is 
primarily  an  agricultural  community, 
with  lumber,  cattle  ranching  and  tour¬ 
ism  its  main  industries,  and  is  unsur- 
piassed  as  a  convenient  vacaticai  and  re¬ 
sort  area.  Petitioner  points  out  that  a 
modem  shopping  center  was  recently 
opened,  and  a  new  group  of  shopis  will 
soon  be  available  for  occupancy.  He  adds 
that  radio  stations  in  Phoenix,  Flagstaff 
and  Show  Low  can  be  received  in  Payson 
but,  due  to  the  mountainous  area,  re¬ 
ception  is  poor  during  the  daylight  hours 
and  almost  nonexistent  after  the  sun 
sets,  and  thus  there  is  a  need  for  a  local 
broadcast  facility.  Petitioner  states  he 
wdll  immediately  apply  for  the  requested 
channel  through  a  corporation  to  be  es¬ 
tablished  for  the  purpose  of  creating  and 
operating  a  radio  broadcast  facility  in 
Payson.  For  these  reasons,  we  believe 
consideration  of  the  proposal  for  the  as¬ 
signment  of  a  first  Class  A  FM  channel 
to  Payson,  Arizona,  is  warranted. 


permit  If  the  channel  Is  assigned.  With  the 
exception  of  RM-2453  where  petitioner  Is  the 
licensee  of  an  unlimited-time  AM  facility  at 
Soldotna-Kenai,  Alaska,  each  of  the  thirteen 
petitions  included  In  this  rule  making  pro¬ 
ceeding  meets  the  above  tests. 


4.  RM-2387.  Pauls  Valley,  Oklahoma. 
Garvin  County  Broadcasting,  Incorpx)- 
ated,  licensee  of  AM  Station  KVLH, 
Pauls  Valley,  filed  a  petition  on  April  23, 
1974,  proposing  the  assignment  of  Chan¬ 
nel  249A  to  Pauls  Valley,  Oklahoma.  The 
channel  could  be  assigned  there  in  con¬ 
formity  with  the  Commission’s  minimum 
mileage  separation  rule  and  without  af¬ 
fecting  any  other  presently  assigned 
channel  if  the  station  is  located  at  a  site 
5  miles  south-southeast  of  Pauls  Valley. 
Pauls  Valley  (pxipulatlon  5,759),  seat  of 
Garvin  County  (pxipulatlon  24,874),  is  lo¬ 
cated  about  50  miles  south  of  Oklahoma 
City.  Pauls  Valley  has  no  local  FM  broad¬ 
cast  facilities  but  has  one  daytime-only 
AM  station,  licensed  to  p)etitioner. 

5.  In  support  of  its  request  p)etitioner 
states  that  the  economy  of  this  com¬ 
munity  is  largely  based  on  agriculture. 
Industry  and  petroleum  with  the  agricul¬ 
tural  products  marketed  in  1972  totalling 
four  and  one-quarter  millions  of  dollars, 
and  a  total  of  nearly  seventy-eight  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  in  petroleum  products  be¬ 
ing  produced  in  1971.  Petitioner  notes 
that  Pauls  Valley  has  a  council-manager 
form  of  city  government  with  five  coun- 
cilmen.  It  adds  that  the  assignment  of  an 
PM  channel  in  addition  to  the  operating 
daytime-only  facility  would  help  to 
achieve  many  community  goals.  Peti¬ 
tioner  states  he  will  file  an  application 
to  utilize  the  proposed  assignment  if 
granted.  In  view  of  the  foregoing  infor¬ 
mation  and  the  fact  that  there  is  no  local 
FM  broadcast  transmission  service  in 
Pauls  Valley,  we  believe  the  prop>osal 
merits  exploration  in  a  rule  making  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

6.  RM-2392.  Pine  City,  Minnesota. 
WCMP  Broadcasting  Company 
(WCMP),  licensee  of  StaUon  WCMP, 
Pine  City,  Minnesota,  filed  a  petition  on 
May  24,  1974,  prop>osing  the  assignment 
of  Channel  221A  to  Pine  City,  Minnesota. 
The  channel  could  be  assigned  there  in 
conformity  with  the  Commission’s  mini¬ 
mum  mileage  separation  rule  and  with¬ 
out  affecting  present  FM  assignments, 
if  used  at  a  distance  of  5  miles  north 
of  Pine  City.  Since  Pine  City  is  located 
beyond  the  Grade  B  contour  of  Station 
WDSM-TV,  Channel  6,  Superior,  Wis¬ 
consin,  the  proposed  assignment  would 
not  foreclose  assignment  on  the  lower 
numbered  educational  FM  channels  in 
the  area.  Pine  City  (population  2,143) 
is  located  in  Pine  County  (population 
16,821)  about  eighty  miles  south  of  Du¬ 
luth,  Minnesota.  It  has  ho  local  PM 
broadcast  facilities,  but  has  one  daytime- 
only  AM  station  which  is  licensed  to  peti¬ 
tioner. 

7.  In  support  of  its  proposal  WCMP 
states  that  Pine  City  is  predominantly 
an  agricultural  area  with  some  light  in¬ 
dustry,  the  largest  employers  being  Land 
O’  Lakes,  Inc.,  the  producers  of  powdered 
milk  and  butter,  and  General  Fabrica¬ 
tion  Corporation,  an  electronics  manu¬ 
facturer.  Petitioner  adds  that  Pine  City 
has  two  elementary  schools,  one  high 
school,  a  parochial  school,  and  a  voca¬ 
tional  school.  It  has -a  mayor-council 
form  of  government  which  controls  the 
980  acre  city  and  its  22  acres  of  park 
land.  WCMP  states  that  it  will  promptly 
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file  an  application  for  a  construction  per¬ 
mit  to  operate  on  the  proposed  channel 
If  grant^.  For  these  reasons,  we  believe 
consideration  of  the  proposal  for  assign¬ 
ment  of  a  first  Class  A  FM  channel  to 
Pine  City,  Minnesota,  is  warranted. 

8.  RM-2400.  Prattville,  Alabama. 
Prattville  Radio,  Inc.  (petitioner),  li¬ 
censee  of  Station  WPXC,  Prattville,  Ala¬ 
bama,  filed  a  petition  on  June  18,  1974, 
proposing  the  assignment  of  Channel 
237A  to  Prattville,  Alabama.  The  chan¬ 
nel  could  be  assigned  to  this  community 
in  full  compliance  with  the  Commission’s 
minimum  mileage  separation  nile  and 
without  affecting  the  present  assign¬ 
ments  in  the  FM  table.  Prattville,  a  com¬ 
munity  of  13.116  persons,  is  the  seat  of 
Autauga  County  (population  24,460), 
and  is  located  some  12  miles  northwest 
of  Montgomery.  The  preclusion  study  in¬ 
dicates  that  preclusion  would  occur  only 
on  Channel  237 A,  encompassing  a  small 
area  which  includes  Prattville.  Prattville 
presently  has  one  daytime-only  AM  sta¬ 
tion.  licensed  to  petitioner,  and  no  FM 
assignments. 

9.  Petitioner  in  support  of  his  pro¬ 
posal  states  that  the  population  growth 
from  1960  to  1970  was  great  with  an 
Increase  of  98%  for  Prattville,  and 
growth  indicators  suggest  a  continuation 
of  this  growth  in  the  next  decade.  It 
points  out  that  Prattville  is  the  financial 
and  business  center  of  Autauga  Coimty 
with  two  local  banks  having  combined 
deposits  of  $32,180,278,  and  its  retail 
sales  going  from  $9,414,000  in  1960  to 
$32,484,000  in  1972.  Petitioner  states  that 
Prattville  has  a  mayor-council  govern¬ 
mental  structure  consisting  of  a  mayor 
and  five  councilmen,  its  municipal  gov¬ 
ernment  provides  a  full  range  of  services 
such  as  police,  fire,  city  courts,  etc.,  and 
It  has  a  full  complement  of  social  clubs 
and  civic  organizations.  Petitioner  adds 
that,  if  the  Commission  assigns  Chan¬ 
nel  237A  to  Prattville,  it  will  file  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  construction  permit  and, 
if  granted,  will  build  and  operate  the 
station.  In  view  of  the  above,  we  believe 
consideration  of  the  proposal  for  the  as¬ 
signment  of  a  first  Class  A  FM  channel 
to  Prattville,  Alabama,  is  warranted. 

10.  RM-2402.  Center,  Texas.  Center 
Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc,  (petitioner),  li¬ 
censee  of  Station  KDET,  Center,  Texas, 
filed  a  petition  on  June  19,  1974,  propos¬ 
ing  the  assignment  of  Channel  2 72 A  to 
Center,  Texas.  The  channel  could  be  as¬ 
signed  there  in  conformity  with  the  Com¬ 
mission's  minimum  mileage  separation 
rule  and  without  affecting  present  FM 
assignments  if  used  at  a  distance  of  three 
miles  north-northwest  of  Center,  to  meet 
the  distance  separation  requirement  of 
65  miles  to  Channel  272A  at  Jasper, 
Texas,  assigned  to  Station  KTXJ-FM. 
Center  (population  4,989) ,  seat  of  Shelby 
Coimty  (population  19,672),  is  located 
about  65  miles  southwest  of  Shreveport, 
Louisiana.  Center  presently  has  one  day¬ 
time-only  AM  station,  licensed  to  peti¬ 
tioner. 

11.  In  support  of  its  proposal,  petitioner 
states  that  Center’s  economy  is  based  on 
sawmills,  plywood  mills,  timber,  poultry, 
and  processing  of  farm  products.  Peti¬ 


tioner  points  out  that  Center  offers  en¬ 
trance  to  Sabine  National  Forest  11  miles 
on  (State)  Highway  87  southeast,  and  is 
also  fortunate  to  have  the  economic  and 
recreational  benefit  of  Toledo  Bend  Lake. 

It  adds  that  the  Toledo  Bend  Reservoir 
has  also  brought  economic  growth  to 
Center.  Petitioner  states  that  should  the 
channel  be  assigned  it  wiU  file  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  use  of  the  frequency  with  all 
due  diligence.  For  these  reasons,  we  be¬ 
lieve  consideration  of  the  proposal  for 
the  assignment  of  a  first  Cla^  A  FM 
channel  to  Center,  Texas,  is  warranted 

12.  RM-2414.  Lake  Arrowhead,  Cali¬ 
fornia.  Arrowhead  Broadcasting  Co.  (pe¬ 
titioner)  filed  a  p>etition  on  May  22, 1974, 
propKJsing  the  assignment  of  Channel 
280A  to  Lake  Arrowhead,  California.  'The 
channel  could  be  assigned  there  in  con¬ 
formance  with  the  Commission’s  mini¬ 
mum  mileage  separation  rule  and  with¬ 
out  affecting  present  FM  assignment. 
The  prop)osed  assignment  would  fore¬ 
close  future  assignment  only  on  Chan¬ 
nel  208A.  There  are  no  communities 
without  an  FM  station  or  assignment  in 
the  precluded  area  which  apptear  to  war¬ 
rant  an  FM  assignment.  Lake  Arrow¬ 
head  (p)opulation  2,682)  is  located  in  San 
Bernardino  County  (population  684,072) 
some  10  miles  southeast  of  San  Bernar¬ 
dino,  California.  It  has  no  local  broad¬ 
cast  transmission  facilities. 

13.  In  support  of  its  proposal,  peti¬ 
tioner  states  that  Lake  Arrowhead  is  an 
Important  tourist  center  in  southern 
California  in  the  San  Bernardino  moun¬ 
tains  and,  each  year,  attracts  thousands 
of  vistors  for  recreation  and  vacation.  It 
adds  that  the  area  permanent  residents 
has  increased  from  2,008  persons  in  1960 
to  2,682  Piersons  in  1970.  Petitioner  states 
that  the  Lake  Arrowhead  Development 
CorpMjration  estimates  that,  at  pieak  pie- 
riods,  the  tourist  influx  can  swell  the 
area  pxipulation  to  over  35,000.  It  points 
out  that,  although  AM  and  FM  signals 
are  received  from  San  Bernardino  and 
other  cities  in  the  g«ieral  vicinity.  Lake 
Arrowhead  has  no  local  AM  or  FM  broad¬ 
cast  service,  and  that  the  mountainous 
terrain  tends  to  block  FM  signals  and 
gives  higher  than  normal  attenuation  of 
AM  signals.  Petitioner  states  that,  if  the 
channel  is  assigned  to  Lake  Arrrowhead, 
it  Intends  to  apply  for  it  and  build  the 
station  promptly.  In  view  of  the  fore¬ 
going  information  and  the  fact  that 
there  is  no  local  FM  broadcast  transmis¬ 
sion  service  in  Lake  Arrowhead,  we  be¬ 
lieve  the  propx)sal  merits  exploration  in  a 
rule  making  proceeding. 

14.  RM-2433.  Bloomfield,  Indiana. 
Charles  D.  Sears  (p)etitioner)  filed  a  pe¬ 
tition  on  July  25,  1974,  proposing  the 
assignment  of  Channel  224A  to  Bloom¬ 
field.  Indiana.  ’This  channel  could  be  as¬ 
signed  to  Bloomfield  in  conformity  with 
the  Commission’s  minimum  mileage  sep¬ 
aration  rule  and  without  affecting  any 
presently  assigned  channel  in  the  FM 
table.  Bloomfield  (p>opulatlon  2,565)  is 
the  seat  of  Greene  County  (population 
26,894)  and  is  located  about  50  miles 
southeast  of  Terre  Haute.  It  has  no  local 
broadcast  transmission  facilities.  Peti¬ 
tioner  states  that  he  Intends  to  make 


prompt  application  for  this  channel  upon 
its  assignment. 

15.  In  support  of  his  proposal,  poti- 
tloncr  states  that  the  proposed  station 
would  serve  Greene  and  Owen  Counties 
and  a  portion  of  Martin  County  and  adds 
that  neither  Owen  or  Martin  Counties 
has  a  local  radio  station.  He  states  that 
the  proposed  service  would  be  helpful 
in  the  winter  to  broadcast  the  closing  of 
schools  and  the  road  conditions  in  gen¬ 
eral  and  would  furnish  information  of 
social  affairs  for  the  residents.  He  con¬ 
tends  that,  with*  a  population  of  over 
5tt>000  in  the  three  counties  that  would  be 
served,  he  believes  it  would  be  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  assign  the  proposed  chan¬ 
nel  as  they  are  in  great  need  of  radio 
coverage.  For  these  reasons,  we  believe 
consideration  of  the  propx)sal  for  the  as¬ 
signment  of  a  first  Class  A  FM  channel 
to  Bloomfield,  Indiana,  is  warranted. 

16.  RM-243S.  Providence,  Kentucky. 
On  August  6,  1974,  Webster  County 
Broadcasting,  Inc.  (pDetitioner)  filed  a 
I)etition  proposing  the  assignment  of 
Channel  249 A  to  Providence,  Kentucky. 
This  channel  could  be  assigned  to  Provi¬ 
dence  in  full  compliance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  minimum  mileage  separation 
rule  and  without  affecting  present  FM 
assignments  in  the  FM  table.  Providence 
(population  4,270)  is  in  Webster  County 
(pK>pulation  13,282)  and  is  located  ap¬ 
proximately  50  miles  northeast  of  Pa¬ 
ducah,  Kentucky.  Neither  Providence 
nor  Webster  County  has  any  broadcast 
transmission  facilities. 

17.  In  support  of  its  prop)osal,  p>etl- 
tioner  states  that  Webster  County  has 
sufficient  activity  to  provide  advertising 
suppx>rt  for  the  propx>sed  station,  point¬ 
ing  out  that  the  county  has  177  retail 
establishments  with  annual  sales  of 
$13,563,000  including  stores  of  all  major 
typ>es.  It  adds  that  Providence  is  an  in¬ 
corporated  city  with  a  city  manager,  its 
own  police  and  fire  department,  bank, 
savings  and  loan  association  and  civic  or¬ 
ganizations.  Petitioner  contends  that 
Providence  is  miles  from  larger  centers, 
in  a  rural  county  which  badly  needs  a 
local  outlet  for  the  daily  disseminations 
of  information  and  opinion  of  interest  to 
local  residents.  It  states  that,  promptly 
upon  finalization  of  the  proposed  channel 
argument,  it  will  file  an  application  for 
a  construction  pormlt  at  Providence  and 
will  construct  and  put  into  operation  its 
proposed  station.  In  view  of  the  above, 
we  believe  that  the  merit  of  the  proposal 
should  be  given  consideration  in  this 
Notice. 

18.  RM-2437.  Bethany,  Missouri.  On 
August  19,  1974,  Eugene  Vaughn  (peti¬ 
tioner)  filed  a  potltlon  proposing  the  as¬ 
signment  of  Channel  240A  to  Bethany. 
Missouri.  This  assignment  can  be  made 
in  conformity  with  the  Commission’s 
minimum  mileage  sepmration  rule  and 
without  affecting  the  present  assign¬ 
ments  in  the  FM  table.  Bethany  (popula¬ 
tion  2,914),  seat  of  Harrison  County 
(population  10,257),  is  located  about  90 
miles  northeast  of  Kansas  City.  At  the 
present  time,  Bethany  nor  Harrison 
County  have  no  local  broadcast  facilities. 
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19.  In  support  of  his  proposal,  peU> 
tioner  states  that  Bethany  is  primarily 
an  agricultural  area  sp>eciali2ing  in  hogs, 
cattle  and  feed  grain,  but  it  has  major 
industries  consisting  of,  among  others, 
the  Lambert  Manufacturing  Co.,  a  hat 
production  firm,  Calhoim  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Co.,  a  manufacturer  of  farm  equip¬ 
ment,  and  Bethany  Cheese  Company. 

He  adds  that  Bethany  has  a  mayor-coun¬ 
cil  form  of  city  government,  nine 
churches,  three  elementary  schools,  one 
junior  and  one  high  school.  Petitioner 
contends  that  there  is  a  particular  need 
for  providing  current  local  weather  In¬ 
formation  to  the  farmers  and  workers, 
and  that  a  local  facility  would  All  an  im¬ 
portant  need  for  coverage  of  general 
events  in  the  commimity  and  of  impor¬ 
tant  news  items  including  storm  alerts, 
nighttime  sports,  disasters  affecting  the 
area,  school  announcements,  including 
closings  as  well  as  other  cancellations 
during  bad  weather.  Petitioner  states 
that,  if  the  channel  is  assigned  to  Beth¬ 
any,  he  will  promptly  file  an  application 
for  its  use  and  will  design  programming 
on  the  new  facility  to  meet  the  above  de¬ 
scribed  needs.  In  view  of  the  foregoing 
information  and  the  fact  that  there  is  no 
local  broadcast  transmission  service  of 
any  type  in  Harrison  County,  we  believe 
consideration  of  the  above  proposal  to  as¬ 
sign  Channel  240A  to  Bethany,  Missouri, 
is  warranted. 

20.  RM-2441.  PvJaski,  New  York.  Os- 
wego-Jefferson  Broadcasting,  Inc.,  per¬ 
mittee  of  standard  broadcast  Station 
WSCP,  Sandy  Creek-Pulaski,  New  York, 
filed  a  petition  on  September  3,  1974, 
proposing  the  assignment  of  Chaimel 
2e9A  to  Pulaski,  New  York.  This  assign¬ 
ment  could  be  made  in  conformance  with 
the  Commission’s  minimum  mileage 
separation  rule  without  affecting  the 
present  assignments  In  the  FM  table. 
Pulaski  (population  2,480)  in  Oswego 
Coxmty  (population  100,897)  is  located 
about  35  miles  north  of  Syracuse.  A  day¬ 
time-only  AM  station  licensed  to  peti¬ 
tioner  is  the  only  broadcast  facility  serv¬ 
ing  the  Pulaski/Sandy  Creek  area. 

21.  Petitioner,  in  support  of  his  pro¬ 
posal,  states  that,  from  1960  to  1970,  the 
population  of  Pulaski  increased  from 
2,256  to  2,480,  a  9.9  percent  gain  and, 
during  the  four  years  since  1970,  local 
estimates  indicate  the  area  has  experi¬ 
enced  an  additional  population  gain  of 
about  5  percent.  Petitioner  states  that 
the  Pulaski /Sandy  Creek  area  is  a  typi¬ 
cal  small  farming  community  with  a 
local  industrial  base;  an  estimated  20 
percent  of  the  work  force  are  employed 
by  the  four  major  local  industries.  Peti¬ 
tioner  points  out  that,  during  the  sum¬ 
mer,  the  business  volume  of  the  two  com¬ 
munities  increased  by  25-30  percent,  but 
the  economy  of  the  local  area  remains 
stable  due  to  the  industry  and  winter 
recreation  activities.  It  adds  that  Pu¬ 
laski  is  governed  by  an  elected  mayor  and 
village  trustees.  Petitioner  asserts  that 
the  proposed  channel  would  make  it 
possible  for  the  commimity  of  Pulaski 
and  the  surrounding  area  to  receive  its 
first  full-time  primary  broadcast  service, 
providing  full  and  complete  coverage  of 


community  affairs  which  cannot  be  cov¬ 
ered  by  its  existing  AM  facility.  Petition¬ 
er  states  that  he  intends  to  immediately 
apply  to  activate  the  FM  assignment  if 
it  is  granted.  In  view  of  the  above,  we 
believe  consideration  of  the  proposal  for 
the  assignment  of  a  first  CHass  A  FM 
channel  to  Pulaski,  New  York,  is  war¬ 
ranted. 

22.  RM-2453.  Soldotna-Kenai,  Alaska. 
KSRM,  Inc.,  licensee  of  AM  Station 
KSRM,  Soldotna,  Alaska  (earlier  in  1974 
granted  authority  to  Identify  this  facil¬ 
ity  as  Soldotna-Kenai)  filed  a  petition  on 
S^tember  25, 1974  proposing  the  assign¬ 
ment  of  Channel  261A  to  Soldotna- 
Kenai,  Alaska.  This  channel  could  be  as¬ 
signed  in  conformance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  minimum  mileage  separation  rule 
without  affecting  the  present  assign¬ 
ments  in  the  FM  table.  Soldotna  (popula¬ 
tion  1,202)  is  located  in  the  Kenai  Pen¬ 
insula  Borough  (population  13,500)  and 
is  the  borough  seat.  Kenai,  located  3.5 
miles  from  Soldotna  has  a  population  of 
3,533.  Station  KSRM,  imlimlted  time  AM 
station,  licensed  to  petitioner,  is  the  only 
broadcast  facility  in  Soldotna.  There  are 
no  broadcast  facilities  in  Kenai. 

23.  In  support  of  its  proposal  peti¬ 
tioner  states  that  the  proposed  station 
would  principally  serve  the  needs  of 
these  two  cities  and  would  provide 
needed  service  to  the  entire  western  half 
of  the  Kenai  Peninsula  Borough.  It 
adds  that  the  economy  of  this  area  is 
based  on  commercial  fishing,  the  oil  and 
gas  industry  (Kenai  Peninsula  produc¬ 
ing  80%  of  all  the  gas  and  oil  in  the 
State  in  1970),  and  a  three-month  sea¬ 
sonal  tourist  ti^e.  Petitioner  states  that 
the  total  retail  sales  of  the  cities  of  Sol¬ 
dotna  and  Kenai  was  $28,100f>00  during 
fiscal  year  1973  and  during  the  same 
year  the  entire  Kenai  Peninstda  Bor¬ 
ough  had  retail  sales  of  $54,767,000.  It 
notes  that  the  Kenai  Peninsula  Borough 
has  a  borough  form  of  government  with 
an  elected  Borough  CThairman  and  Bor¬ 
ough  Assemblymen,  and  that  Kenai  and 
Soldotna  are  each  governed  by  a  mayor 
and  city  council.  Petitioner  adds  that 
Kenai  Peninsula  Community  College  is 
now  in  full  oi}eration  on  its  own  campus 
near  Soldotna;  that  a  number  of  civic 
organizations  maintain  chapters  in  Sol¬ 
dotna  and  Kenai;  that  there  are  29  ac¬ 
tive  churches  in  the  area  and  that  these 
churches,  representing  most  all  major 
denominations,  play  an  active  part  in 
the  daily  lives  of  twin-city  cltiaens.  Pe¬ 
titioner  states  that  it  would  file  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  a  construction  permit  for  the 
proposed  channel,  if  assigned. 

24.  Although  petitioners  request  the 
designation  of  the  channel  assignment  to 
specify  Soldotna-Kenai,  the  assignment 
will  be  proposed  for  Kenai,  the  larger 
commimity.  Since  the  two  communities 
are  located  within  10  miles  of  each  other, 
the  channel  will  be  available  for  use  at 
Soldotna  under  the  provisions  of  §  73.203 
(b)  of  the  rules.  For  the  foregoing  rea¬ 
sons,  we  believe  consideration  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  for  the  assignment  of  a  first  (3lass 
A  FM  channel  to  Kenai,  is  warranted. 

25.  RM-2458.  Clear  Lake,  Iowa.  Klear 
Lake  Broadcasting  Company  (peti¬ 
tioner)  filed  a  petition  on  October  7, 


1974,  proposing  the  assignment  of  Chan¬ 
nel  276A  to  Clear  Lake.  Iowa.  This  chan¬ 
nel  could  be  assigned  there  in  conform¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  minimum 
mileage  separation  rule  without  affect¬ 
ing  any  of  the  presently  assigned  chan¬ 
nels  in  the  FM  Table.  Clear  Lake  has  no 
local  broadcasting  facilities.  Clear  Lake 
(population  6,430)  in  Cerro  Gordo 
County  (popHilation  49,335)  is  located  60 
miles  northeast  of  Fort  Dodge. 

26.  In  support  of  its  proposal,  peti¬ 
tioner  states  that  Clear  Lake  has  experi¬ 
enced  a  steady  growth  in  population — 
from  6,158  in  1960  to  6,430  in  1970.  It 
notes  that  CHear  Lake  has  a  mayor-coun¬ 
cil  form  of  government,  three  elemen- 
tai-y  schools,  junior  high  and  high  school, 
civic  and  fraternal  organizations,  two 
commercial  banks  and  one  savings  and 
loan  association,  and  is  an  important 
center  for  the  area’s  extensive  agricul¬ 
tural  activities.  It  adds  that  CHear  Lake 
has  six  manufacturing  plants  and  is  the 
site  of  a  major  bakery  which  ^nploys 
130  people.  Petitioner  states  that,  should 
the  iNTopoced  channel  assignment  be 
granted,  he  will  Immediately  apply  for 
a  construction  permit  to  build  the  sta¬ 
tion.  For  these  reasons,  we  believe  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  proposal  for  the  assign¬ 
ment  of  a  first  Class  A  FM  channel  to 
Cfiear  Lake,  Iowa,  merits  exploration  in 
a  rule  making  proceeding. 

27.  Rif-2459.  Stlverton,  Colorado. 
Crystal  Hill,  Ine.  (petitioner)  filed  a  pe¬ 
tition  on  O^bcr  7,  1974,  proposing  the 
assignment  of  CThaimel  280A  to  Silver- 
ton,  Colorado.  T%is  channel  could  be  as¬ 
signed  in  fun  compliance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  minimum  mileage  separation 
rule  and  without  affecting  any  of  the 
presently  assigned  channels  in  the  FM 
table.  Sllvcrton  has  no  local  broadcast 
facilitiee.  BUvcrton  (population  797), 
seat  of  Ban  Juan  County  (population 
831),  is  located  40  miles  north  of  Du¬ 
rango,  Colorado. 

28.  In  support  of  its  proposal  peti¬ 
tioner  states  that  Silverton  is  in  one  of 
the  nation’s  richest  mineral  areas  and, 
over  the  last  100  years,  more  than  $500 
million  dollars  in  silver,  gold,  lead  and 
zinc  have  been  taken  from  this  area 
with  an  equal  amount  remaining.  It 
notes  that  the  mines  are  still  the  main 
year  round  employer  for  the  area,  with 
the  summertime  tourists  contributing  to 
the  economy  of  the  800  people  who  live 
and  work  in  Silverton  and  the  other  200 
people  in  San  Juan  County.  Petitioner 
asserts  that  the  proposed  radio  station 
would  be  a  way  to  reach  and  unite  the 
people  of  Silverton,  and  believes  that 
music,  news,  and  public  service  program¬ 
ming  is  a  means  ot  stimulating  cultural 
activities  in  Silverton.  Petitioner  states 
that  it  intends  to  file  an  application  for 
a  construction  permit  to  build  a  com¬ 
munity  station  in  Silverton,  we  believe 
the  proposal  merits  exploration  in  a  rule 
making  proceeding. 

29.  Since  Payson,  Arizona,  and  Lake 
Arrowhead,  California,  are  located  with¬ 
in  199  miles  of  the  U.S.-Mexican  border, 
these  proposed  assignments  would  re¬ 
quire  coordination  with  the  Mexican 
Government.  Further,  the  proposed  as¬ 
signments  to  Pine  City,  Minnesota,  and 
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Pxilaskl,  New  York  would  require  coor¬ 
dination  with  the  Canadian  Government 
for  these  communities  are  located  within 
250  miles  of  the  U.S.-Canadian  border. 

30.  In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  pur¬ 
suant  to  authority  found  in  Sections  4(1) , 
303  (g)  and  (r)  and  307(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
and  Section  0.281(b)(6)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  and  Regulations,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assign¬ 
ments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations,  as  follows,  for  the 
named  communities: 


copies  of  all  comments,  reply  comments, 
pleadings,  briefs,  or  other  documents 
shall  be  furnished  ^o  the  Commission. 

35.  All  filings  made  in  this  proceeding 
will  be  available  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  parties  during  regular  business 
hoiurs  in  the  Commission’s  Public  Refer¬ 
ence  Room  at  its  headquarters,  1919  M 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Adopted:  January  15, 1975. 

Released:  January  24, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[  seal]  Vincent  J  .  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

IPR Doc.75-2792  Filed  l-29-75;8:46  am] 


Payson,  Ari* _ _  280A 

^auls  VaUey ,  Okla. .  ‘  249A. 

Pine  City,  Minn . .  » 221A 

Pratlvllle,  Ala . . . . -  237A 

Center,  Tei .  '  272A 

Lake  Arrowhead,  Calif _ _ 280A 

Bloomfield,  Ind .  224A 

Providence,  Ky _  249 A 

Bethany,  Mo _ 240A 

Pulaski,  N.Y .  269A 

Kenal,  Alaska . . . . -  261 A 

Clear  Lake,  Iowa _ 276A 

Bilverton,  (Jolo _ 280A 


>  In  order  to  meet  the  minimum  spacing  requirement! 
of  our  rules,  a  site  5  miles  south-southeast  of  Pauls  Valley, 
Okla.,  would  be  required;  a  site  5  miles  north  of  Pine  City, 
Minn.,  would  be  required;  a  site  10  miles  northwest  of 
Montgomery,  Ala.,  would  be  required;  a  site  3  miles 
north -north west  of  Center,  Tex.,  would  be  required;  and 
a  !dte  10  miles  north-northeast  of  San  Bernardino,  Calif., 
would  be  required. 

31.  Showings  required.  Comments  are 
Invited  on  the  proposals  discussed  above. 
The  proponents  of  the  proposed  assign¬ 
ments  are  expected  to  file  comments  even 
If  they  only  resubmit  or  incorporate  by 
reference  their  former  pleadings.  Propo¬ 
nents  should  also  restate  their  present 
Intention  to  apply  for  the  channel  if  it  is 
assigned,  and  if  authorized,  to  build  the 
station  promptly.  Failure  to  file  com¬ 
ments  may  lead  to  denial  of  the  request. 

32.  Cuf-off  procedures.  The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the  consideration 
of  the  filings  in  this  proceeding. 

(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  in  this 
proceeding  itself  will  be  considered.  If 
advanced  in  Initial  comments,  so  that 
parties  may  comment  on  them  in  reply 
comments.  They  will  not  be  considered, 
if  advanced  in  reply  comments. 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 
making  which  conflict  with  the  proposal 
in  this  Notice,  they  will  be  considered  as 
comments  in  the  proceeding,  and  Public 
Notice  to  this  effect  will  be  given,  as  long 
as  they  are  filed  before  the  date  for  filing 
initial  comments  herein.  If  filed  later 
than  that,  they  will  not  be  considered  in 
connection  with  the  decision  in  thin 
docket. 

33.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.415  of  the  Commissicm’s 
rules  and  regulations,  interested  parties 
may  file  comments  on  or  before  March 
21,  1975,  and  reply  comments  on  or  be¬ 
fore  April  10,  1975.  All  submissions  by 
pearlies  to  this  proceeding  or  persons  act¬ 
ing  on  behalf  of  such  parties  must  be 


[  47  CFR  Part  76  ] 

[PCC  75-68:  Docket  No.  20021] 
FRANCHISE  DURATION 
Report  and  Order  Terminating  Proceeding 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part 
76  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  and  Reg¬ 
ulations  Relative  to  Amending  Existing 
Franchise  Duration  Rules  (§  76.31(a) 
(3))  to  Lengthen  the  Maximum  Term 
and  Impose  a  Minimum  Term. 

1.  On  April  17.  1974,  the  Commission, 
on  its  own  motion,  released  the  Clari¬ 
fication  of  rules  and  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making.  FCC  74-384,  46  FCC  2d  175. 
As  part  of  this  document,  paragraphs 
72  through  74  discussed  franchise  length 
as  it  relates  to  the  present  maximum  15 
year  term  as  is  now  permitted  under 
9  76.31(a)  (3)  of  the  Commision’s  Rules.’ 
The  Clarification  discussed  two  areas  of 
concern  for  proposed  future  rule  changes. 

2.  The  first  consideration  is  whether 
to  delete  the  15  year  mandated  maxi¬ 
mum  and  replace  this  with  general  terms 
to  reflect  a  more  flexible  approach.  This 
recommendation  was  suggested  by  the 
Steer^  Committee  of  the  Federal/ 
State-Local  Advisory  Committee 
[FSLACl.*  ’They  argued  that  particular¬ 
ly  in  the  larger  cities,  15  years  may  not 
be  sufficient  time  to  develop  and  make 
profitable  the  advanced  and  complex 
broadband  communications  systems  be¬ 
ing  contemplated.  ’The  Committee  Re¬ 
port  states: 

It  Is  our  feeling  that  a  fifteen  year  max¬ 
imum  period  does  not  sufficl^tly  deal  with 
the  difficulties  of  financing  modem  cable 
systems  In  cities  of  widely  varying  size.  Ac¬ 
cordingly.  we  recommend  that  the  maximum 
franchise  period  be  redefined  as  a  range  (A 
fifteen  to  twenty-five  years,  with  specific 
periods  within  that  range  to  be  determined 
by  Indlvldttal  franchising  authorities.  As  an 
Integral  part  of  this  recommendation  pro- 


*  Section  76.31(a)(3)  states:  “The  Initial 
franchise  period  shall  not  exceed  fifteen  (15) 
years,  and  any  renewal  franchise  period  shall 
be  of  reasonable  duration.” 

*F8LAC  was  an  advisory  committee  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  Commislon  shortly  after  the 
adoption  of  the  Cable  Television  Report  and 


vision  should  be  nuide  by  the  franchising 
authority  for  review  at  least  every  five  years, 
commencing  at  most  ten  years  after  the 
franchise  grant. 

The  central  purpose  of  such  reviews 
would  be  to  consider  such  issues  as  sys¬ 
tem  performance,  design  modifications 
and  the  possible  need  for  changes  in 
franchise  terms.  Such  reviews  might  re¬ 
sult  in  alterations  in  the  basic  franchise, 
franchise  extensions,  and  other  possible 
changes  in  the  agreements  between  the 
parties.  In  no  case  would  such  review 
periods  preclude  proceedings  by  the 
franchising  authority  at  any  time  for 
termination  of  the  franchise  for  cause.* 

3.  The  second  area  which  causes  con¬ 
cern  is  where  a  franchising  authority 
places  an  extremely  short  minimum  term 
in  a  franchise.  Here  we  are  worried  that 
a  franchise  with,  for  instance,  a  one  year 
duration  or  a  requirement  for  renewal 
each  year  could  result  in  an  unreason¬ 
able  assumption  oi  risks  along  with  in- 
creased  administrative  burdens.  To 
remedy  this  problem  we  said  we  would 
consider  a  rule  imposing  a  minimum 
franchise  term,  possibly  between  5  and  7 
years. 

4.  By  this  notice,  interested  parties 
were  invited  to  submit  comments  under 
Docket  20021  on  both  the  proposal  made 
in  the  FSLAC  report  and  our  suggestion 
that  a  minimum  term  be  imposed,  as  well 
as  any  other  suggestion  for  modifying 
9  76.31  (a)  (3).  We  said  that  we  would  be 
Interested  in  any  cash  flow  figpires  to 
support  contentions  that  longer  fran¬ 
chise  periods  were  needed. 

Summary  op  Comments 

5.  Ccxnments  and  reply  ccmunents  were 
submitted  by  29  parties.*  'These  parties 
can  generally  be  categorized  -into  4 
groups:  State  or  mimlcipal  governments, 
cable  television  operators,  public  inter¬ 
est  groups,  and  investors  adth  financial 
Interests  in  cable  operations. 

6.  Generally,  the  comments  submitted 
by  the  cable  operators  and  the  govern¬ 
mental  entities  support  the  FSLAC  pro¬ 
posal  or  other  similar  plans  which  reflect 
flexibility  in  the  duration  of  the  fran¬ 
chise  term.  Cable  operators  point  out 
that  in  those  communities  that  elect  to, 
or  are  required  to,  construct  a  more 
sophisticated  system,  it  will  take  more 
than  15  years  to  recoup  the  initial  costs 
of  construction.  They  suggest  that  the 
shorter  the  franchise  duration,  the  more 
hesitant  they  are  to  construct  the  sys¬ 
tem. 

7.  Liberty  Communications,  Buckeye 
Cablevlslon,  Cablecom  General  and 
others  all  suggest  that  the  Commission 
allow  the  local  governmental  authority, 
at  its  discretion,  to  set  the  duration  with 
an  upward  limit  of  25  years  and  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  10  years.  This  proposal  would 
give  them  a  greater  amount  of  security 
for  their  investments.  They  argue  that 
the  10  year  minimum  is  the  absolute 


made  in  written  comments,  reply  com¬ 
ments,  or  other  appropriate  {headings. 

34.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.419  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  an  original  and  fourteen 


Order.  PCC  72-108,  36  PCC  2d  143  (1972).  Its 
purpose  was  to  study  the  concept  of  the 
newly  established  dual  federalism  approach 
to  franchising,  and  to  make  recommenda- 
tlona  as  to  how  this  concept  coidd  be  re¬ 
fined. 


*See  Part  I.  Issue  #9  of  the  Final  Report 
of  the  Steering  Committee  of  the  Federal/ 
State-Local  Advisory  Committee  on  Regula* 
tory  Relationships. 

*  For  a  complete  list  of  parties  flung  com¬ 
ments  see  Appendix  A. 
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threshold  number  of  years  to  attract 
capital  for  construction.  Further,  they 
point  out  that  the  longer  the  duration, 
the  greater  the  encouragement  would  be 
for  cable  operators  to  invest  additional 
capital  to  support  consumer  oriented 
services.  On  the  other  hand,  other  cable 
operators  and  most  of  the  municipalities 
argue  that  the  setting  of  a  minimum 
number  of  years  by  the  PCC  would  re¬ 
sult  in  franchising  authorities  applying 
this  number  as  a  maximum.  They  feel 
that  any  set  minimum  would  result  in 
shorter  franchises  and  cause  even  great¬ 
er  problems  than  already  exist. 

8.  A  comment  filed  on  behalf  of  83 
cable  operators  argues  that  in  the  larger 
urban  markets,  even  more  than  25  years 
is  needed  because  of  the  extremely  high 
costs  required  to  construct  the  basic 
plant,  and  the  more  severe  operating 
losses  incurred  diu*ing  the  earlier  years 
of  operation.  They  propose  a  nUe  which 
would  set  15  years  as  a  minimum  with 
the  maximvim  ranging  form  30  to  45 
years.  Warner  Communications  argues 
that  if  the  Commission  retains  the  15 
year  maximum,  it  should  allow  the  local 
franchising  authority  to  grant  up  to  a  20 
year  franchise  accompanied  by  a  limited 
showing  of  circumstances  in  justification. 
These  5  additional  years,  Warner  pro¬ 
poses,  should  be  considered  as  a  reason¬ 
able  extension  of  the  present  rule  and 
not  a  request  for  a  w'aiver  of  the  rule. 

9.  Most  of  the  comments  support  some 
sort  of  review  procedure  during  the  initial 
franchise  period.  However,  some  of  the 
cable  operators  are  fearfid  that  imless 
stringent  safegiiards  are  placed  on  any 
review  proceeding,  the  outcome  coiUd 
result  in  a  new  or  substantially  amended 
franchise.  If  this  happens,  the  cable  op¬ 
erators  argue,  they  would  then  be  forced 
to  take  this  new  document  before  the 
PCC  for  its  acceptance.  This  would  cause 
great  expense  and  added  administrative 
biu*den5.  They  further  argue  that  with¬ 
out  sufficient  safeguards,  a  review  pro¬ 
ceeding  could  result  in  complete  with¬ 
drawal  of  the  franchise  without  proof 
of  a  material  breach  of  the  existing 
agreement.  Finally,  they  point  out  that 
a  franchise  which  was  consistent  with 
FCC  standards  could  wind  up  being 
changed  in  such  a  way  as  not  to  comply 
with  §  76.31  of  the  rules,  which  would 
again  force  a  great  burden  on  the  opera¬ 
tor.  Buckeye  Cablevision,  in  its  reply 
comment,  argues  that  the  issue  of  a  re¬ 
view  proceeding  should  be  dealt  with  In 
a  separate  rulemaking  and  should  not  be 
the  subject  of  the  present  rulemaking. 

10.  Generally,  the  comments  filed  by 
the  State  and  local  governmental  entities 
refiect  a  dissatisfacticoi  that  the  FCC 
chooses  to  set  a  limit  on  the  number  of 
years.  They  argue  that  the  duration  of 
a  franchise  is  an  area  that  should  be  left 
to  negotiation  between  the  cable  operator 
and  the  franchising  authority.  Several 
cities  are  particularly  concerned  that  if 
the  PCC  sets  a  minimum  number  of 
years,  it  would  cause  great  injustice.  They 
argue  that  in  some  instances  a  very  short 
term  of  years  is  what  is  needed  in  order 
to  have  greater  control  over  the  cable 
operator.  The  League  of  Wisconsin  Cities 


states  that  any  minimum  rule  promul¬ 
gated  by  the  FCC  could  place  existing 
State  laws  in  conflict. 

11.  Several  California  cities  filed  com¬ 
ments  arguing  that  the  FCC  should  not 
force  cities  to  grant  a  franchise  for  more 
than  15  yefh-s.  These  cities  appear  to  in¬ 
terpret  i  76.31(a)  (3)  as  either  a  minl- 
miun,  or  as  a  mandated  number  which 
cannot  be  varied.  Perhaps  this  is  a  good 
opportunity  to  remove  some  confusion 
that  seems  to  exist  among  some  cities  as 
to  the  limits  of  the  present  rule.  Section 
76.31(a)  (3)  sets  a  period  of  15  years  as 
a  maximum  duration  of  a  franchise  with¬ 
out  seeking  a  waiver.  It  is  not  a  mini¬ 
mum,  nor  is  it  meant  to  be  an  inflexible 
maximum.  If  a  city  determines  that  15 
years  is  too  long,  it  is  free  to  set  the  du¬ 
ration  at  any  lesser  number  of  years.  If 
15  years  is  too  short,  it  has  always  been 
free  to  seek  a  waiver  under  the  provisions 
of  S  76.7  of  the  rules.  The  15  year  period 
was  designed  as  a  guide  for  cities  after 
we  determined  that  it  appeared  to  be  a 
reasonable  period  that  accomplished  an 
essential  acconunodaticm  between  the 
needs  of  the  franchisee:  for  oversight  au¬ 
thority  and  the  franchteee  for  economic 
stability.  We  would  note  that  prior  to  our 
Institution  of  this  rule  it  was  not  unusual 
to  find  excessively  long  ii.e.,  99  years), 
exclusive  franchises,  which  we  deter¬ 
mined  were  clearly  not  in  the  public 
interest. 

12.  TTie  National  Cable  Television  As¬ 
sociation  (NCTA)  supports  a  proposal  to 
lengthen  the  existing  maximum  fran¬ 
chise  duration  rule  to  25  years,  but  op¬ 
poses  the  proposal  to  establish  a  mini¬ 
mum  franchise  term.  It  argues  that  one 
of  the  considerations  which  an  entre¬ 
preneur  places  into  the  equation  as  to 
whether  to  construct  a  cable  system  is 
the  length  of  time  available  for  recaptur¬ 
ing  his  Investment.  NCTA  describes  the 
present  situation  in  the  major  markets 
as  bleak.  In  many  major  markets,  cable 
systems  are  not  being  built  because  of 
high  interest  rates>  low  subcrlber  pene¬ 
tration,  and  restrictive  regulations.  It 
concludes  by  stating  that  a  franchise 
duration  that  is  too  short  is  an  inhibit¬ 
ing  factor  and  does  not  refiect  the  new 
economic  realities.  On  periodic  review 
procedures,  NCTA  cautions  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  any  unilateral  franchising 
amending  procedure  left  in  the  hands  of 
a  franchising  authority  could  cause  xm- 
certainty  which  results  in  additional  dif¬ 
ficulty  for  the  operator  in  making  deci¬ 
sions  that  effect  the  building  of  the  sys¬ 
tem.  NCTTA  recommends  that  any  review 
procedure,  if  found  necessary,  should  be 
bilateral  and  be  a  formal  part  of  the 
rules.  NCTA  argues  that  any  minimum 
number  of  years  placed  in  the  rules  wUl 
backfire.  They  fear  that  franchising  au¬ 
thorities  will  accept  this  as  a  FCC  sanc¬ 
tioned  short  term  franchise  period  and 
will  resort  to  adopting  that  time  limit 
when  granting  franchises,  regardless  of 
local  circumstances,  based  on  this  Com¬ 
mission’s  imprimatur. 

13.  The  comments  submitted  by  the 
public  interest  groups  are  primarily  con¬ 
cerned  with  establishing  periodic  review 
procedures  requiring  public  participa¬ 


tion.  Generally,  they  argue  that  no  mat¬ 
ter  how  long  the  duration  of  the  fran¬ 
chise,  there  should  be  some  sort  of  mean¬ 
ingful  review  in  which  the  public  is  en¬ 
couraged  to  examine  the  franchise,  the 
operator’s  performance,  and  the  needs  of 
the  commimity.  The  Philadelphia  Com- 
mimity  Cable  Coalition  suggests  that  this 
can  be  accomplished  by  requiring  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  citizen  advisory  commit¬ 
tees  to  perform  this  review  task.  The 
Cable  Television  Information  Center  and 
the  Civil  Liberties  Union  of  Alabama, 
while  supporting  some  sort  of  midway 
review  procedure,  argue  that  there 
should  be  a  full  examination  of  the  cable 
operation  at  renewal  time. 

14.  Becker  Communications  Associates 
filed  a  comment  as  a  lender  and  financial 
advisor  to  the  cable  television  industry. 
They  point  out  that,  as  a  minimum  be¬ 
fore  they  wBl  make  a  loan  to  a  cable  op¬ 
erator,  the  franchise  must  be  for  a  term 
that  exceeds  the  loan  payback  period  by 
at  least  two  years.  Normally,  the  payback 
is  10  to  12  years.  In  most  markets,  they 
argue  that  15  years  should  be  the  mini¬ 
mum.  In  larger  markets,  because  of  the 
higher  cocte  and  lower  subscriber  pene¬ 
tration,  a  longer  period  is  needed. 

DeSCUCSION  AND  CONCLUSION 

15.  Based  on  the  Information  before  us, 
and  our  experience  thus  far,  it  Is  clear 
that  in  the  great  majority  of  cable  tele¬ 
vision  communities  the  present  15  year 
maximum  franchise  duration  has  not 
caused  great  difficulties.  None  of  the 
comments  filed  in  this  rulemaking  has 
suggested  that  the  present  rule  has  not 
been  satisfactory  in  the  majority  of  com¬ 
munities.  The  arguments  raised  gener¬ 
ally  are  concerned  with  the  larger  cities 
or  the  more  sophisticated  systems. 

16.  Our  present  rule  limits  the  length 
of  a  new  franchise  to  a  maximum  of  15 
years.  ’This  rule  was  prompted  by  the 
initial  trend  in  franchising  that  led  to 
extremely  long  franchises  which  afforded 
no  opportunity  for  the  local  authorities 
to  review  or  modify  the  agreement  when 
shown  necessary.  Former  5  76.31(a)(3) 
as  it  appeared  in  the  Cable  Television 
Report  and  Order,  supra,  read: 

The  initial  tranahlse  period  and  any  re¬ 
newal  franchise  period  shall  be  of  reasonable 
duration. 

Although  we  recognized  at  that  time  that 
decisions  of  local  franchising  authorities 
would  vary  in  different  areas,  it  was  be¬ 
lieved  that  in  most  cases  a  franchise 
should  not  exceed  fifteen  years.*  In  the 
Reconsideration  of  Cable  Television  Re¬ 
port  and  Order,  FCC  72-530,  36  FCC  2d 
326  (1972) ,  the  rule  was  moefified  to  read 
in  pertinent  part: 

The  Initial  period  shall  not  exceed  fifteen 
(16)  yean  •  •  *. 

In  paragraph  111  of  the  Reconsideration 
we  explained  that  the  rule  was  modified 
in  order  to  remove  any  confusion  that 
may  have  surroimded  the  more  general 
former  rule.  We  further  stated  that  we 
would  entertain  petitions  for  special  re- 

*6ee  paragraph  182,  Cable  Television  Re¬ 
port  and  Order,  FCC  7»-108,  36  PCC  2d  143 
(1972). 
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lief  where  it  could  be  shown  that  good 
cause  existed  in  a  particular  instance  for 
some  other  franchise  period. 

17.  In  Cablecom-General  of  Topeka, 
PCC  73-1340,  44  PCC  2d  544  (1974),  the 
Commission  was  presented  with  its  only 
case  where  a  cable  system  was  seeking  a 
franchise  duration  in  excess  of  the  15 
year  maximum.*  In  that  case  the  only 
support  for  the  requested  waiver  was  the 
.suggestion  that  the  large  size  of  a  com¬ 
munity  was  sufficient.  We  said  at  that 
time  that: 

It'8  certainly  possible  that  In  a  similar 
caw,  we  might  find  a  20  year  franchise  term 
consistent  with  our  policies,  but  we  cannot 
make  this  Judgment  In  the  absence  of  sup¬ 
portive  evidence. 

As  pointed  out  in  both  Cablecom-General 
and  paragraph  111  of  the  Reconsidera¬ 
tion.  the  Commission  has  the  ability  and 
is  ready  to  grant  a  waiver  of  9  76.31(a) 

(3)  on  a  case  by  case  basis. 

18.  New  York  City  and  Dallas,  Texas, 
comment  Uiat  their  cities,  as  well  as  oth¬ 
er  larger  urban  areas,  require  more  than 
the  15  year  maximum  term.  We  do  not 
deny  this.  Hie  Commission  has  always 
been  cognizant  of  the  need  for  longer 
franchise  periods  in  individual  situa¬ 
tions,  but  we  have  stated  that  the  logi¬ 
cal  approach  for  these  situations  is  to 
review  them  on  a  case  by  case  basis. 
However,  we  do  expect  that  the  applica¬ 
tion  for  a  certificate  of  compliance  in¬ 
clude  a  sufficient  showing  to  justify  a 
waiver  of  the  rule  if  one  is  soug’^t.  The 
waiver  request  should  demonstrate  the 
need  for  an  extended  period  of  time  and 
should  include  a  showing  which  takes 
into  account  such  things  as  capital  in¬ 
vestment,  system  construction,  that  the 
extended  period  of  time  is  acceptable  to 
the  franchisor,  and  that  it  is  fair  and  in 
the  public  interest.  While  we  are  not  en¬ 
couraging  waiver  requests  in  UUs  matter, 
we  do  recognize  that  in  some  instances 
they  may  be  called  for  upon  good  show¬ 
ing. 

19.  It  might  be  helpful  here,  however, 
to  identify  one  class  of  waiver  requests 
which  we  do  not  think  requires  the  ex¬ 
cessive  showing  just  outlined.  As  most 
parties  are  aware,  our  rules  require  that 
grandfathered  franchises  must  come  into 
complete  compliance  with  the  franchise 
standards  of  9  76.31  by  March  31,  1977. 
Because  of  our  maximum  franchise  term 
provision  we  are  finding  that  an  unin¬ 
tended  disincentive  has  been  created  to 
bringing  the  franchise  into  compliance 
before  that  date.  Hie  disincentive  exists 
for  the  cable  operator  because  he  is  in¬ 
terested  in  securing  the  maximum  fran¬ 
chise  length  as  of  March  31,  1977,  and 
for  some  cities  because  franchise  fees 
that  exceed  our  standards  could  other¬ 
wise  be  maintained  until  that  date. 

20.  In  order  to  promote  an  efficient  and 
orderly  transition  in  the  area  of  fran- 

*  There  are  other  Commission  decisions 
which  have  dealt  with  {76.31(a)(3)  of  the 
Buies  but  do  not  directly  relate  to  waiving 
the  16  year  dmatlon.  For  example,  see  Lea- 
corn,  Inc.,  PCC  73-292,  40  FCC  2d  129  (1973), 
recons,  granted.  PCC  73-413,  40  PCC  2d  693 
(1973).  (Commission  wlU  consider  an  auto¬ 
matic  renewal  clause  as  extending  the  dura¬ 
tion  of  a  franchise.) 


chises  we  have  decided  to  allow  grand¬ 
fathered  franchises  that  are  currently 
being  renegotiated  to  comply  with  our 
rules  to  keep  intact  the  pre-existing 
franchise  fee  until  March  31, 1977,  if  the 
parties  so  desire,  and  to  have  a  termina¬ 
tion  date  consistent  with  a  fifteen  year 
maximum  running  from  March  31, 1977, 
The  intent  and  purpose  of  our  rules  re¬ 
mains  intact  under  such  a  proposal  and 
the  adoption  of  such  a  waiver  mechanism 
promotes  earlier  renegotiations  of  grand¬ 
fathered  franchises  by  removing  the  per¬ 
ceived  disincentives.  Any  applicant  seek¬ 
ing  such  a  waiver  should  Indicate  in  his 
certificate  application  that  the  fee  and 
term  provisions  consistent  with  our  rules 
contained  in  the  renegotiated  or  modified 
franchise  will  become  effective  as  of 
March  31, 1977,  and  should  attach  a  brief 
explanation  of  the  circumstances  sur¬ 
rounding  the  waiver  request. 

21.  The  effect  of  this  policy  on  waivers 
is  to  allow,  in  essence,  16  or,  at  the  most, 

17  year  franchises  and  the  continuation 
of  pre-existing  fee  structures  imtil  March 
31, 1977,  Since  in  both  instances  the  same 
result  could  be  attained  by  delaying  re¬ 
negotiations  until  the  deadline,  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  is  served  by  promoting  early, 
thoughtful  negotiations  rather  than  a 
last  minute  rush.  Of  course,  this  policy 
does  not  apply  to  franchises  that  would 
have  terminated  prior  to  March  31, 1977, 
on  their  own  accord.  It  is  only  meant  to 
simplify  the  process  for  franchise  modi¬ 
fications  resulting  from  our  March  31, 
1977,  deadline.  Further,  neither  of  these 
waivers  is  automatic,  although  our  policy 
will  be  liberally  construed.  Our  purpose 
is  to  make  clear  that  franchisors  and 
franchisees  do  have  latitude  to  negotiate 
compliant  franchises  now  if  th^  so  de¬ 
sire  without  the  loss  of  specific  benefits 
contained  in  earlier  grandfathered  fran¬ 
chises.  To  ease  the  administrative  burden 
and  avoid  delays  we  would  hope  they 
do  so. 

22.  The  comments  filed  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  have  not  convinced  us  that  there 
is  an  established  need  for  changing  the 
present  15  year  duratimi  rule.  We  be¬ 
lieve  the  special  relief  provisions  of 
9  76.7  of  the  rules  will  eliminate  those 
specific  Instances  where  the  15  year  limit 
is  insufficient.  The  FSLAC  flexible  15  to 
25  year  approach  could  result  in  confu¬ 
sion  among  the  cities  such  as  we  en¬ 
countered  after  our  initial  Report  and 
Order. 

23.  The  arguments  against  adoption  of 
minimum  franchise  terms  also  persuade 
us  against  that  course.  While  we  are  con¬ 
cerned,  particularly  from  the  standpoint 
of  economic  viability  and  administrative 
excess,  about  the  imposition  of  unrea¬ 
sonably  short  franchise  terms,  we  have 
found  that  in  most  instances  the  inher¬ 
ent  difficulties  are  recognized  prior  to 
the  adoption  of  a  franchise.  Since  the 
adoption  by  this  Commission  of  a  mini¬ 
mum  term  would  likely  add  more  confu¬ 
sion  than  it  was  designed  to  eliminate, 
we  will  leave  this  matter  with  the  fran¬ 
chising  authorities. 

24.  Finally,  the  issue  of  review  proce¬ 
dures  during  the  life  of  the  franchise  is 
one  that  Is  best  dealt  with  by  the  local 
fi'anchising  authority  on  an  individual 


basis  at  its  discretion.  There  are  many 
distinctions  and  options  available  in¬ 
cluding  review  of  performance,  modifica¬ 
tion  of  franchise  proceedings,  renegotia¬ 
tion  sessions,  arbitration  of  existing  pro¬ 
visions,  etc.  that  can  only  be  developed 
on  a  case  by  case  basis  considering  rele¬ 
vant  local  laws,  circumstances  and 
needs.  The  subject  is  best  left  to  local 
option  in  conjunction  with  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  franchise. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  finds  that  it  would  not  be  in  the 
public  interest  to  adopt  any  modification 
to  9  76.31(a)  (3)  of  the  rules  at  this  time. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

Adopted:  January  16,  1975. 

Released:  January  23,  1975. 

Federal  CoMiOfUiacATiONs 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins. 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A 
COMMENTS 

Becker  Oommunicatlons  Associates 
Cable  Com.-General,  Inc. 

Civil  Liberties  Union  Alabama,  et  al. 
Communications  Prc^rties,  Ino. 

DaUas,  City  of  TX 
83  Cable  TV  (Companies 
City  of  St.  Louis  Park.  Minnesota 
TeleCable  CkMpmratlon 
Joint  Comments:  Buckeye  Oablevlsloa,  et 
al. 

League  of  Wisconsin  cities 
Liberty  Communications 
Members  of  Cable  TV  Informaticm  Center 
Staff 

Metro  Washington  Council  of  Qovemments 
Minnesota  Commission  of  Cable  Ckunmunlca- 
tions 

Montebello,  City  of  CA 
National  Black  Media  Coalition 
National  Citizen’s  Cmnmittee  tat  Broadcasb* 
Ing 

National  League  of  Cities 
National  Cable  Television  Association 
New  York,  City  of 

New  York  State  Commlssi<«  of  (Table  TV 
PhUadelphia  Community  Cable  Coalition 
San  Diego,  City  of  CA 
San  Jose,  City  of-City  Librarian 
Stockton,  City  of  CA 
Teleprompter  Corp. 

Texas  Utility  Advisory  Council 
Viacom  International  Inc. 

Warner  Cable  Corp. 

BEPLT  COMMENTS 

Buckeye  Cablevlsion,  et  al. 

(FB  Doc.76-2798  FUed  1-29-76:8:45  am] 


[47CFRPart87] 

[PCC  75-72;  Docket  No.  203321 

AERONAUTICAL  NAVIGATION  AID 
FACILITIES 

Station  Identification 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  9  87.115 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  to  allow,  when 
required  by  the  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  the  removal  of  the  station 
identification  from  non-Federal  aeronau¬ 
tical  navigation  aids  which  have  Air 
Traffic  Control  procedures  associated 
with  them.  Docket  No.  20332,  Rm.  No. 
2417. 

1.  Based  upon  a  petition  for  rule  mak¬ 
ing  filed  by  the  Federal  Aviation  Ad- 
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ministration  <PAA),  the  Commission  is 
considering  an  amendment  to  I  87.115 
oi  the  rules  providing  that,  when  re¬ 
quired  by  FAA,  the  station  Identihcation 
may  be  removed  from  those  non-Pederal 
aeronautical  navigation  aid  facilities 
which  transmit  a  station  identification 
and  vrtilch  are  authorized  by  FAA  for 
public  use  imder  Instrument  Flight  Rules 
(IFR)  conditions. 

2.  Some  of  the  non-Federal  aeronau¬ 
tical  navigation  aid  facilities  licensed  by 
this  Commission  have  become  part  of  the 
National  Airspace  System.  For  each  of 
these  facilities,  the  FAA  prescribes  IFR 
procedures  which  must  be  observed  by 
pilots  when  using  the  facility.  Moreover, 
these  facilities  must  meet  FAA  standards 
as  well  as  those  contained  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

3.  Certain  maintenance  activities  re¬ 
quired  by  the  FAA  for  these  facilities  may 
affect  the  radiated  signal  and,  thus,  re¬ 
sult  in  a  safety  hazard  to  pilots.  Removal 
of  the  station  identification  will  inform 
pilots  that  adjustments  to  the  equipment 
are  being  made  and  the  facility  may  be 
unreliable. 

4.  The  aeronautical  navigation  aid 
facilities  pres^tly  licensed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  which  will  be  affected  by  this 
amendment  are  those  non-Federal  in¬ 
strument  landing  system  localizer  sta¬ 
tions,  omni-directional  range  (VOR) 
stations  and  radiobeacon  stations  in  the 
National  Airspace  System.  These  types 
of  stations  transmit  a  continuous  iden¬ 
tification  signal,  usually  consisting  of  a 
three  or  four  letter  group  in  Morse  Code. 

5.  The  FAA  now  requires  removal  of 
station  identification  from  their  own  fa¬ 
cilities  during  certain  maintenance  ac- 
tvities;  this  proposed  *  amendment  will 
make  the  requirement  uniform  through¬ 
out  the  National  Airspace  System. 

6.  The  proposed  amendment  as  set 
forth  in  the  attached  Appendix  is  issued 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
section  303  (r)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

7.  Pursuant  to  the  applicable  proce¬ 
dures  set  forth  in  Section  1.415  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  interested  p>ersons 
may  file  comments  on  or  before  March  7, 
1975,  and  reply  comments  on  or  before 
March  17,  1975.  All  relevant  and  timely 
comments  will  be  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  before  final  action  is  taken  in 
this  proceeding. 

8.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
5  1.419  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  an 
original  and  14  copies  of  all  statements, 
briefs  or  comments  shall  be  furnished 
the  Commission.  All  comments  received 
in  response  to  this  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  will  be  available  for  public 
Inspection  in  the  Docket  Reference  Room 
in  the  Commission’s  Offices  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Adopted:  January  23, 1975. 

Released:  January  28,  1975. 

Federal  Comhukications 
ComfissioN, 

[seal!  Vikcent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 


Part  87  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  47  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

1.  Section  87.115  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (a)  and  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (j),  as  follows: 

§  87.115  Station  identification. 

(a)  ’Transmissions  without  station 
identification,  except  as  provided  in 
paragraphs  (h).  (1),  and  (j)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  or  transmissions  with  false  identi¬ 
fication  are  prohibited. 

•  •  •  «  • 

(j)  When  required  by  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  (FAR) ,  the  station 
identification  may  be  removed  from  those 
radionavigation  stations  licensed  under 
this  Part  which  are  authorized  by  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  for 
public  use  imder  Instrument  Flight  Rules 
(IFR)  conditions. 

2.  Section  87.503  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  87.50S  Scope  of  service. 

Air  navigation  aid  facilities  are  usually 
operated  by  the  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration.  The  (Commission  may  issue 
licenses  to  operate  radionavigation  land 
stations  in  the  same  frequency  bands 
where  an  applicant  justifies  the  need  for 
aeronautical  radionavigation  service  and 
the  (jovemment  is  not  prepared  to  ren¬ 
der  this  service.  Radionavigation  land 
stations  which  provide  aeronautical  ra- 
dionavigation  service  will  be  authorized 
only  where  the  applicant  meets  all  re¬ 
quirements  specified  by  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission  after  con¬ 
sultation  with  the  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration.  Certain  radionavigation 
stations  licensed  under  this  Part  may  be¬ 
come  part  of  the  National  Airspace  Sys¬ 
tem  and  be  authorized  by  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  for  public  use 
under  Instrument  Flight  Rules  (IFR) 
conditions. 

IFR  Doc.75-2795  Filed  l-29-75;8:46  am] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

1 17  CFRPart  240] 

(Release  No.  84-11196;  Piled  No.  87-5471 

BROKER-DEALERS’  STATEMENTS  OF 
ACCOUNTS  TO  CUSTOMERS 

Proposal  To  Amend  Rule 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Securi 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission  has  under 
consideration  a  proposal  to  amend  Rule 
15c3-2  (17  CFR  240.15c3-2)  under  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (“the 
Act’’).  In  its  present  form.  Rule  15c3-2 
prcrihiblts  a  broker  or  dealer  from  using 
customer  free  credit  balances  in  his  busi¬ 
ness  unless  the  customer  is  given  notice 
at  least  once  every  three  months  inform¬ 
ing  him  of  the  sum  due  and  that:  (a) 
such  funds  are  not  segregated;  (b)  such 
funds  may  be  used  in  the  operation  of 
the  broker-dealer’s  business;  and  (c) 
such  funds  are  payable  upon  demand. 

With  the  adoption  of  Rule  15c3-3  (17 
CFR  240.15c3-3)  under  the  Act,  which 


Bmits  the  extent  to  which  a  broker-deal¬ 
er  can  use  customer  funds  or  securities 
in  the  operation  of  his  business,  the  dis¬ 
closures  presently  required  by  Rule 
15c3-2  are  no  longer  appropriate.  Rule 
15c3-3  permits  the  use  of  customer  funds 
only  in  limited  areas  of  the  broker- 
dealer’s  business  relating  to  the  servicing 
cS.  customers.  Funds  not  used  in  these 
limited  areas  must  be  deposited  in  a 
“Special  Reserve  Bank  Account  for  the 
Exclusive  Benefit  of  Customers.” 

Summary  of  the  Proposed  Amendment 

In  its  revised  form.  Rule  15c3-2  would 
^lecificaliy  require  any  broker  or  dealer 
subject  to  the  rule  to  send  to  its  cus¬ 
tomers  a  statement  of  account  reflecting 
any  money  balances  and  security  posi¬ 
tions  as  of  the  date  of  the  statement  and 
security  movements  or  transactions  in 
the  customers’  account  during  the  period 
since  the  last  such  statement  was  sent  to 
customers.*  Such  statements  are  in¬ 
tended  to  inform  customers  of  the 
amount  of  any  funds  or  securities  in  the 
broker-dealer’s  custody  or  control  as 
well  as  purchases,  sales,  receipts  and  de¬ 
liveries  of  securities  and  any  dividends 
attributable  to  securities  held  for  such 
customer. 

The  proposed  rule  requires  the  state¬ 
ment  of  account  to  be  sent  within  15  busi¬ 
ness  days  after  the  end  of  each  fiscal 
quarter.  However,  a  broker-dealer  can 
send  the  statement  more  frequently,  such 
as  on  a  monthly  basis,  where  business 
practice  so  dictates. 

The  proposed  rule  also  requires  that 
certain  disclosures  to  customers  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  statement  of  account.  The 
disclosures  would  Indicate  that  free 
credit  balances  and  fully-paid  securities 
of  customers  are  available  to  the  cus¬ 
tomer  in  the  normal  course  of  biKiness 
operations  following  demand.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  a  broker  or  dealer  would  be  required 
to  disclose  to  customers  that  free  credit 
balances  may  be  used  in  the  business  of 
such  briber  or  dealer  except  as  limited 
by  the  requirements  of  Rule  15c3-3.  ’The 
statement  of  account  would  contain  a 
disclosure  that  margin  securities  are 
available  to  the  customer  in  the  normal 
course  of  business  operations  upon  full 
payment  of  his  Indebtedness  to  the 
broker  or  dealer  following  demand  for 
the  securities.* 

’These  disclosures  are  expected  to  pro¬ 
vide  customers  with  information  con¬ 
cerning  the  availability  of  their  property 
held  in  the  custody  of  the  broker-dealer,* 


*  Where  euch  Btatements  are  sent  quar¬ 
terly  they  would  reflect  all  transactions  dur¬ 
ing  the  quarter,  however,  where  broker-deal¬ 
ers  normally  send  monthly  statements  to  cus¬ 
tomers,  such  monthly  statements  would  sat¬ 
isfy  the  requirements  of  Rule  15c3-2  as  pro¬ 
posed  and  need  only  reflect  the  transactions 
and  positions  resulting  from  the  latest 
month’s  activity. 

»  See  17  CFR  240.15C3-3  ( 1 ) . 

»  See  also  17  CFR  240.10b-16  which  requires 
broker-dealers  who  extend  credit  In  connec¬ 
tion  with  any  securities  transactions  to 
furnish  ^>ecifled  information  Including  the 
amount  of  and  reasons  for  any  Interest 
charges. 
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The  proposed  rule  would  exempt  from 
its  application  certain  broker-dealers 
meeting  the  criteria  for  maintenance  of 
minimum  net  capital  of  $5,000  or  $2,500 
as  set  forth  in  the  most  recent  revisions 
to  the  proposed  imiform  net  capital 
rule.*  It  is  not  deemed  necessary  to  sub¬ 
ject  these  broker-dealers  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  rule  since  they  do  not  carry 
customer  accounts  or  owe  funds  or 
securities  to  customers. 

The  Commission  is  Inviting  specific 
comments  as  to  an  appropriate  phase-in 
period  for  the  new  disclosure  require¬ 
ments  in  recognition  that  broker-dealers 
may  need  to  obtain  new  printed  customer 
statement  containing  the  revised  dis¬ 
closures. 

Statutory  Basis 

The  Commission,  acting  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and,  particularly,  sections 
15(c)(3),  17(a),  and  23(a)  thereof  and 
deeming  it  necessary  for  the  execution  of 
its  functions,  hereby  proposes  to  amend 
§  240.15C3-2  of  Chapter  H  of  Title  17  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  and  to 
change  the  section  heading  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  240.15c3— 2  Customer  statement  of 

account. 

(a)  (1)  Every  broker  or  dealer  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  this  rule  shall  send 
to  each  of  his  customers  periodically,  but 
not  later  than  15  business  days  after  the 
end  of  each  fiscal  quarter,  a  statement  of 
account  detailing  all  money  balances  and 
security  positions  as  of  the  date  of  such 
statement  and  any  movements,  adjust¬ 
ments  and  transactions,  including,  but 
not  limited  to,  purchases,  sales,  receipts 
and  deliveries  of  securities  and  any  other 
debits  or  credits  since  the  date  of  toe  last 
such  statement. 

(2)  Each  statement  of  account  shall 
contain  a  written  notice  that  customer 
free  credit  balances  may  be  used  in  the 
business  of  such  broker  or  dealer  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  limitations  of  §  240.15c3-3 
under  toe  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  and  that  toe  customer  has  toe 
absolute  right  to  receive  in  the  course  of 
normal  business  operations  following  de¬ 
mand  upon  the  broker  or  dealer,  the 
delivery  of: 

(i)  Any  free  credit  balances  to  which 
he  is  entitled; 

(ii)  Any  fully-paid  securities  to  which 
he  is  entitled;  and 

(ill)  Any  securities  purchased  on 
margin  upon  full  payment  by  such  cus¬ 
tomer  of  any  indebtedness  to  the  broker 
or  dealer. 

(3)  For  purposes  of  this  rule,  toe  term 
“customer”  shall  have  the  same  mean¬ 
ing  as  In  subparagraph  (a)  (1)  of 
§  240.15C3-3. 

(b)  The  provisions  of  this  rule  shall 
not  be  applicable  to  a  broker  or  dealer: 

(1)  "Who  is  exempt  from  S  240.15c3-l 
under  the  provisions  of  subparagraph 

(b)  (3)  of  that  section;  or 


*Se»  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
11004,  November  11, 1974. 


( 2 )  Who  does  not  hold  funds  or  securi¬ 
ties  for,  or  owe  money  or  securities  to, 
customers  and  does  not  otherwise  carry 
accounts  of  or  for  customers,  except  as 
provided  for  in  subdivision  (v)  below,  and 
conducts  his  business  in  accordance  with 
one  or  more  of  toe  following  conditions, 
but  engages  in  no  other  securities  ac¬ 
tivities. 

(i)  He  introduces  and  forwards  as  a 
broker  all  transactions  and  accounts  of 
customers  to  another  broker  or  dealer 
who  carries  such  accounts  on  a  fully  dis¬ 
closed  basis  and  promptly  forwards 
thereto  all  of  the  fimds  and  securities 
of  customers  received  in  connection  with 
his  activities  as  a  broker; 

(ii)  He  participates,  as  a  broker,  in 
underwritings  on  a  “best  efforts”  or  “all 
or  none”  basis  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  §  240.15c2-4(b)  (2)  and  he 
promptly  forwards  to  an  independent 
escrow  agent,  customers’  checks,  drafts, 
notes  or  other  evidences  of  indebtedness 
received  in  connection  therewith  which 
shall  be  made  payable  to  such  escrow 
agent; 

(iii)  He  promptly  forwards,  as  broker, 
subscriptions  for  securities  to  the  is¬ 
suer,  underwriter,  sponsor  or  other  dis¬ 
tributor  of  such  securities  and  receives 
checks,  drafts,  notes  or  other  evidences 
of  indebtedness  payable  solely  to  toe  is¬ 
suer,  underwriter,  sponsor  or  other  dis¬ 
tributor  who  delivers  the  securities  pur¬ 
chased  directly  to  the  subscriber; 

(iv)  He  effects  an  occasional  transac¬ 
tion  in  securities  for  his  own  investment 
account ; 

(v)  He  acts  as  a  broker  or  dealer  with 
respect  to  the  purchase,  sale  and  redemp¬ 
tion  of  redeemable  shares  of  registered 
investment  companies  or  of  interests  or 
participations  in  insurance  company 
separate  Eu:counts,  whether  or  not  regis¬ 
tered  as  an  investment  company,  and  he 
promptly  transmits  all  funds  and  delivers 
all  securities  received  in  connection  wlto 
such  activities;  or 

(vl)  He  introduces  and  forwards  all 
customer  and  all  principal  transactions 
with  or  for  customer  accounts  to  an¬ 
other  broker  or  dealer  who  carries  such 
accounts  on  a  fully  disclosed  basis  and 
promptly  forwards  all  funds  and  securi¬ 
ties  received  In  connection  with  his  ac¬ 
tivities  as  a  broker  or  dealer  and  he 
does  not  otherwise  hold  funds  or  secu¬ 
rities  for,  or  owe  money  or  securities  to, 
customers  and  does  not  otherwise  carry 
proprietary  or  customer  accoimts  and 
his  activities  as  a  dealer  are  limited  to 
holding  firm  orders  of  customers  and  in 
connection  therewith:  (A)  in  the  case 
of  a  buy  order,  prior  to  executing  such 
customers’  order,  purchases  as  princi¬ 
pal  toe  same  number  of  shares  or  pur¬ 
chases  shares  to  accumulate  toe  number 
of  shares  necessary  to  complete  toe  order 
which  shall  be  cleared  through  another 
broker  or  dealer  or  (B)  in  the  case  of 
a  sell  order,  prior  to  executing  such  cus¬ 
tomers’  order  sold  toe  same  number  of 
shares,  or  a  portion  thereof,  which  shall 
be  cleared  through  another  broker  or 
dealer;  or 

(3)  Who  is  entitled  to  maintain  mini¬ 
mum  net  capital  of  not  less  than  $2,500 


pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  Rule 
15C3-1. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  views  and  comments  on 
this  proix)sal  within  60  days  after  toe 
date  hereof  to  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  500  North  Capitol  Street,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20549.  All  such  communica¬ 
tions  should  bear  toe  File  No.  S7-547 
and  will  be  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

By  toe  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-2825  Filed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 
[38 CFR  Parts] 

VETERANS  BENEFITS 

Disappearance  of  Veteran;  Awards  to 
Dependents 

The  Administrator  of  Veterans’  Affairs 
proposes  a  regulatory  change  relating  to 
awards  to  dependents  of  veterans  who 
have  disappeared. 

Section  3.656  of  Part  3,  Title  38,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  provides  that 
where  a  veteran  has  disappeared  for  90 
days  or  more,  toe  disability,  compensa¬ 
tion  he  or  she  was  receiving  may  be  paid 
to  toe  wife,  husband,  children  and  par¬ 
ents.  Paragraph  (c)  of  that  section  pro¬ 
vides  that  such  awards  will  not  be  con¬ 
tinued  for  more  than  7  years  after  toe 
date  of  disappearance  where  toe  facts  are 
such  as  to  bring  into  effect  the  presump¬ 
tion  of  death  under  S  3.212.  Section  3.212 
of  Title  38  provides  that  where  toe  evi¬ 
dence  establishes  toe  continued  and  un¬ 
explained  absence  of  an  individual  from 
his  or  her  home  and  family  for  a  period 
of  7  years  or  more  and  a  diligent  search 
disclosed  no  evidence  of  toe  veteran’s 
existence  after  his  or  her  disappearance, 
toe  death  may  be  considered  as  proved.' 
It  is  further  provided  that  no  State  law 
providing  for  presumption  of  death  shall 
be  applicable  to  claims  for  benefits  under 
laws  administered  by  toe  Veterans  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

CTurrently  awards  under  S  3.656  are 
terminated  at  toe  expiration  of  7  years 
after  the  date  of  disappearance  of  toe 
veteran.  It  is  then  necessary  to  develop 
evidence  as  to  the  facts  and  circum¬ 
stances  of  toe  disappearance  and  con¬ 
tinued  absence.  Where  toe  evidence  de¬ 
veloped  establishes  toe  requirements  of 
§  3.212  are  met,  a  finding  of  presump¬ 
tive  death  is  made.  Deato  benefits  may 
then  be  awarded  to  toe  beneficiary.  If 
otherwise  in  order. 

The  proposed  amendment  to  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  S  3.656  would  provide  that 
paintnents  to  beneficiaries  under  that  sec¬ 
tion  will  be  continued  until  a  finding  of 
presumptive  death  is  made  Instead  of 
terminating  at  toe  end  of  the  7-year  pe¬ 
riod  of  continued  absence.  Under  this 
amendment  payments  would  not  be  sus¬ 
pended  while  development  of  evidence  Is 
in  progress. 
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Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub-  Any  person  visiting  Central  Office  for  the  §  3.656  Disappearance  of  veteran, 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions,  or  purpose  of  inspecting  any  such  comments 
objections  regarding  the  proposal  to  the  will  be  received  by  the  Central  Office  Vet- 
Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs  erans  Assistance  Unit  in  room  132.  Such 
(271A),  Veterans  Administration.  810  visitors  to  any  field  station  will  be  in- 
Vennont  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  formed  that  the  records  are  available  for 
20420.  All  relevant  material  received  be-  inspection  only  in  Central  Office  and 
fore  March  3. 1975  will  be  considered.  All  furnished  the  address  and  the  above 
written  comments  received  will  be  avail-  room  number. 

able  for  public  inspection  at  the  above  Notice  is  given  that  the  amendment 
address  only  between  the  hours  of  8  am  would  be  effective  the  date  of  final 
and  4:30  pm  Monday  through  Friday  approval. 

(except  holidays) ,  during  the  mentioned  in  S  3.656,  paragraph  (c)  Is  revised  to 
30-day  period  and  for  10  days  thereafter,  read  as  follows : 


(c)  Awards  to  dependents  will  not  be 
continued  under  this  section  in  any  case 
where  the  facts  are  such  as  to  bring  into 
effect  the  presumption  of  death  under 
S  3.212. 


Approved:  January  24, 1975. 

By  direction  of  the  Administrator. 
[Seal]  Odell  W.  Vaughn, 

Deputy  Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.76-2774  PUed  l-29-76;8:46  am] 


FEOatAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  21— THURSDAY,  JANUARY  30,  1975 


4457 


notkes 


This  section  of  ttie  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  niles  or  proposed  rules  that  era  appticebie  to  the  public.  Notice* 
of  hearings  and  Investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
and  agency  statentents  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  In  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

EFFECTS  OF  IMPORTED  ARTICLES  ON 
THE  NATIONAL  SECURITY 

Publication  of  Report  of  Investigation  To 
Determine  Effects  on  the  National  Se¬ 
curity  of  Imports  of  Petroleum  and 
Petroleum  Products 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  232  of  the  Trade  Expansion  Act  of 
1962,  as  amended,  19  U.8.C.  1862,  and  31 
CFR  9.9  of  the  publication  of  a  report 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  the 
President  of  an  investigation,  initiated 
by  him,  under  section  232  of  the  Trade 
Expansion  Act  of  1962  to  determine  the 
effects  on  the  national  security  of  imports 
of  crude  oil,  principal  crude  oil  deriva¬ 
tives  and  products,  and  related  products 
derived  from  natural  gas  and  coal  tar. 
The  report  states  that,  as  a  result  of  the 
Investigation,  the  Secretary  has  found 
that  crude  oil,  crude  oil  derivatives  and 
products,  and  related  products  derived 
from  natural  gas  and  coal  tar  are  being 
imported  into  the  United  States  in  such 
quantities  and  under  such  circumstances 
as  to  threaten  to  impair  the  national 
security,  and,  therefore,  recommends 
that  appropriate  action  be  taken  to  re¬ 
duce  imports  of  crude  oil,  principal  crude 
oil  derivatives  and  products,  and  related 
products  derived  from  natural  gas  and 
coal  tar  into  the  United  States,  to  pro¬ 
mote  a  lessened  reliance  upon  such  prod¬ 
ucts,  to  reduce  the  payments  outflow,  and 
to  create  incentives  for  the  use  of  alter¬ 
native  sources  of  energy  to  such  imports. 

The  Secretary’s  report  to  the  President 
was  based  on  an  investigation  of  the 
effect  of  petroleum  imports  on  the  na¬ 
tional  security  conducted  by  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  En¬ 
forcement.  Operations,  and  Tariff  Affairs. 
The  Secretary’s  report  to  the  President 
and  the  Assistant  Secretary’s  report  of 
his  Investigation  are  published  herein 
and  copies  thereof  are  available  at  the 
office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  En¬ 
forcement,  Operations,  and  Tariff  Af¬ 
fairs.  Department  of  the  Treasury 
(which  Is  the  same  office  as  that  de¬ 
scribed  in  31  CFR  Part  9  as  “Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  Enforce¬ 
ment,  Tariff  and  Trade  Affairs,  and 
Operations”) . 

The  Secretary  determined  that  “na¬ 
tional  security  interests  require  that  the 
procedures  requiring  public  notice  and 
opportunity  for  public  comment  or  hear¬ 
ings,  set  forth  in  the  ’Treasury  regula¬ 
tions  at  31  CFR  Part  9,  not  be  followed 
tn  this  case.”  He  further  found  that  “it 
would  be  inappropriate  to  hold  public 


hearings,  or  otherwise  afford  Interested 
parties  an  opportunity  to  present  Infor¬ 
mation  and  advice  relevant  to  the  inves¬ 
tigation  as  provided  by  section  232”  of 
the  ’Trade  Expansion  Act.  A  copy  of  the 
Secretary’s  determination  can  be  found 
In  Annex  A  below. 

Dated:  January  24, 1975. 

[seal]  David  R.  Macdonald, 
Assistant  Secretary,  Enforce¬ 
ment,  Operations,  and  Tariff 
Affairs. 

The  Secbetabt  of  the  Tbeasubt 
MEMORANDUM  FOR  THE  PRESIDENT 

SUBJECT:  RepOTt  on  Section  232  Investi¬ 
gation  on  Petroleum  Imports. 

January  14,  1975. 

This  report  is  submitted  to  you  pursuant 
to  Section  232  of  the  Trade  Expansion  Act  of 
1962,  as  amended,  and  results  from  an  in¬ 
vestigation  that  I  Initiated  under  that  Sec¬ 
tion  for  the  purpose  of  determining  whether 
petroleum  ^  is  being  inq;>orted  into  the  United 
States  in  such  quantities  or  under  such  cir¬ 
cumstances  as  to  threaten  to  impair  the  na¬ 
tional  security. 

At  the  present  time,  the  demand  for  petro¬ 
leum  in  the  United  States  is  18.7  mUlion  bar¬ 
rels  per  day.  Of  this  amount,  imports  provide 

7.4  million  barrels  daily.  The  defllclt  in  pe¬ 
troleum  production  compared  with  demand 
has  grown  since  1966,  when  the  United 
States  ceased  to  be  self-sufficient. 

Our  increasing  dependence  upon  foreign 
petroleum  had,  by  1973,  created  a  potential 
problem  to  our  economic  welfare  in  the 
event  that  supplies  from  foreign  sources 
were  interrupted.  Its  adverse  contribution 
to  our  balance  of  payments  position  had  also 
significantly  increased,  and  for  the  year  1973 
the  outfiow  in  payments  for  the  purchase  of 
foreign  petroleum  was  running  at  18.3  bil¬ 
lion  annually,  only  partially  offset  by  ex¬ 
ports  of  petroleum  products. 

In  September  1973,  the  worsening  petro¬ 
leum  import  situation  was  further  seriously 
aggravated  by  an  embargo  on  crude  oil  im¬ 
posed  by  the  Organization  of  Petroleum 
Exporting  Countries,  which  effectively  kept 

2.4  million  needed  barrels  of  oil  per  day  from 
U.S.  shores.  After  the  initiation  of  the  em¬ 
bargo,  the  price  of  imported  oil  quadrupled 
from  approximately  $2.50  per  barrel  to  ap¬ 
proximately  $10.00  per  barrel  and  has  since 
that  time  risen  somewhat  further.  Simulta¬ 
neously,  the  balance  of  payments  problem 
deteriorated  by  reason  of  the  increased  oil 
bill  paid  by  United  States  consuming  In¬ 
terests.  Today  the  outfiow  of  payments  for 
petroleum  is  running  at  a  rate  of  $25  billion 
annually. 

As  a  result  of  my  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  the  petroleum  consumption  in  the 
United  States  could  be  reduced  by  conserving 


1  The  term  “petroleum”,  as  used  in  this  re¬ 
port,  means  crude  on,  principally  crude  oU 
derivatives  and  products,  and  related  prod¬ 
ucts  derived  from  natural  gas  and  coal  tar. 


approximately  one  million  barrels  per  day 
without  substantially  adversely  affecting  the 
level  of  economic  activity  in  ttie  United 
States.  Any  sudden  supply  interruption  in 
excess  of  this  amount,  however,  and  par¬ 
ticularly  a  recurrence  of  the  2.4  million  bar¬ 
rel  per  day  reduction  which  occurred  during 
the  OPEC  embargo,  would  have  a  prompt 
substantial  Impact  upon  our  economic  well¬ 
being,  and,  considering  the  close  relation 
between  this  nation’s  economic  welfare  and 
our  national  security,  would  clearly  threaten 
to  impair  our  national  security. 

Furthermore,  in  the  event  of  a  world¬ 
wide  political  or  military  crisis,  it  is  not  im¬ 
probable  that  a  more  complete  interruption 
of  the  flow  of  imported  petroleum  would 
occur.  In  that  event,  the  total  U.S.  produc¬ 
tion  of  about  11  million  barrels  per  day 
might  well  be  insufficient  to  supply  ade¬ 
quately  a  war-time  economy,  even  after  man¬ 
datory  conservation  measures  are  Imposed. 
As  a  result,  the  national  security  would  not 
merely  be  threatened,  but  could  be  imme¬ 
diately,  directly  and  adversely  affected. 

In  addition,  the  price  at  which  cfil  im¬ 
ports  are  now  purchased  causes  a  massive 
payments  outflow  to  other  countries.  The 
Inevitable  result  of  such  an  outflow  is  to 
reduce  the  flexibility  and  viability  of  our  for¬ 
eign  policy  objectives.  For  this  reason, 
therefore,  a  payments  outflow  poses  a  more 
intangible,  but  Just  as  real,  threat  to  the 
security  of  the  United  States  as  the  threat 
of  petroleum  supply  interruption.  On  both 
grounds,  decisive  action  is  essential. 

Findings.  As  a  result  of  my  investigation,  I 
have  found  that  crude  oil,  principal  crude 
oil  derivatives  and  products,  and  related  prod¬ 
ucts  derived  from  natural  gas  and  coal  tar 
are  being  Imported  into  the  United  States  in 
such  quantities  as  to  threaten  to  Impair  the 
national  security.  I  further  find  that  the  fore¬ 
going  products  are  being  Imported  into  the 
United  States  under  such  circiunstances  as  to 
threaten  to  Impair  the  national  security. 

Recommendations.  I  therefore  recommend 
that  appropriate  action  be  taken  to  reduce 
imports  of  crude  oil,  principal  crude  oil  de¬ 
rivatives  and  products,  and  related  products 
derived  from  natmal  gas  and  coal  tar  into 
the  United  States,  to  promote  a  lessened  re¬ 
liance  upon  such  Inqiorts,  to  reduce  the  pay¬ 
ments  outflow  and  to  create  incentives  for 
the  use  of  alternative  sources  of  energy  to 
such  Imports.  I  understand  that  a  Presiden¬ 
tial  Proclamation  pursuant  to  Section  232  of 
the  Trade  Expansion  Act  of  1962  Is  being 
drafted  by  the  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion  consistent  with  these  recommendations. 

William  E.  Simon, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Report  of  Investigation  or  Effect  or 

Petroleum  Imports  and  Petroleum 
Products  on  the  National  Securitt 
Pursuant  to  Section  232  or  the  Trade 

Expansion  Act,  as  Amended  (19  U.S.C. 

1862) 

January  13, 1975. 

By  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  for  Ekiforconent,  Oparatl(»ia 
and  Tariff  Affairs,  David  R.  Macdonald. 
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I.  INTRODUCTION  AND  SUMMARY 

This  investigation  is  being  conducted 
at  the  request  of  and  on  behalf  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  pursuant  to  his 
authority  under  Section  232  of  the  Trade 
Expansion  Act  (the  “Act”) ,  as  amended, 

19  U.S.C.  1862.  (Annex  A)  The  purpose  of 
the  investigation  is  to  determine  whether 
crude  oil,  crude  oil  derivatives  and  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  related  products  derived  from 
natural  gas  and  coal  tar  are  being  im¬ 
ported  into  the  United  States  in  such 
quantities  or  under  such  circumstances 
as  to  threaten  to  impair  tlie  national 
security.  Under  31  CFR  9.3,  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  En¬ 
forcement,  Operations,  and  Tariff  Affairs 
is  resp>onsible  for  making  this  investiga¬ 
tion. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has 
determined  pursuant  to  Section  232  that 
it  would  be  inappropriate  to  hold  public 
hearings,  or  otherwise  afford  interested 
parties  an  opportimity  to  present  in¬ 
formation  and  advice  relevant  to  this  in¬ 
vestigation.  He  has  also  determined, 
pursuant  to  his  authority  imder  31  CFR 
9.8  that  national  security  interests  re¬ 
quire  that  the  procedures  providing  for 
public  notice  and  opportunity  for  public 
comment  set  forth  at  31  CFR  Part  9  not 
be  followed  in  this  case.  (Annex  A) 

In  conducting  the  investigation,  in¬ 
formation  and  advice  have  been  sought 
from  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Commerce,  and  other  appropriate 
officers  of  the  United  States  to  determine 
the  effects  on  the  national  security  of  im¬ 
ports  of  the  articles  which  are  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  the  investigation.  Information 
and  advice  have  been  received  from  the 
Departments  of  State,  Defense,  Interior, 
Commerce,  Labor,  the  Council  of  Eco¬ 
nomic  Advisers,  and  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration.  (Annex  B) 

In  summary,  the  conclusion  of  this  re¬ 
port  is  that  petroleum  is  being  imported 
in  such  quantities  and  under  such  cir¬ 
cumstances  as  to  threaten  to  impair  the 
national  security  of  this  covmtry. 

Petroleum  is  a  unique  commodity :  it  is 
essential  to  almost  every  sector  of  our 
economy,  either  as  a  raw  material  com¬ 
ponent  or  as  the  fuel  for  processing  or 
transporting  goods.  It  is  thus  essential  to 
the  maintenance  of  our  gross  national 
product  and  overall  economic  health. 
Only  a  small  percentage  of  present  U.S. 
p>etroleum  imports  could  be  deemed  to  be 
secure  from  interruption  in  the  event  of 
a  major  world  crisis.  Ihe  quantity  of 
petroleum  imports,  moreover,  is  now  such 
a  high  percentage  of  total  U.S.  consump¬ 
tion  that  an  interruption  larger  than  one 
million  barrels  per  day  at  the  present 
time  would  adversely  affect  our  economy. 
If  our  imports  not  presently  deemed  to 
be  secure  from  interruption  were  in  fact 
kept  from  our  shores,  the  effect  on  the 
U.S.  economy  would  be  staggering  and 
would  clearly  reach  beyond  a  matter  of 
inconvenience,  or  loss  of  raw  materials 
and  fuel  for  industries  not  essential  to 
our  national  security.  Tbe  outflow  in  pay¬ 
ments  for  petroleum  also  poses  a  clear 
threat  not  only  to  our  well  being,  but  to 


the  welfare  of  our  allies.  As  the  State  De¬ 
partment  has  concluded,  the  massive 
transfer  of  wealth  greatly  enhances  the 
economic  and  political  power  of  oil  rich 
states  who  do  not  necessarily  share  our 
foreign  policy  objectives,  and  correspond¬ 
ingly  tends  to  erode  the  political  power 
of  the  United  States  and  its  allies. 

The  purpose  of  this  investigation  under 
Section  232  of  the  Act  is  to  determine  Uie 
effects  of  our  level  of  imported  petroleum 
upon  our  national  security  and  not  to 
fashion  a  remedy.  Nevertheless,  it  would 
appear  that  we  must,  over  the  longer 
term,  wean  ourselves  away  from  a  de¬ 
pendence  upon  imported  oil,  conserve  our 
use  of  petroleum,  promote  the  use  of 
alternative  sources  of  energy,  and  at  least 
in  part,  stanch  the  outflow  of  imyments 
resulting  from  our  purchases  of  this 
commodity.  As  Secretary  Kissinger 
states : . 

Clearly,  decisive  action  Is  essential.  We  have 
signalled  our  intention  to  move  toward 
energy  self-sufficiency.  We  must  now  demon¬ 
strate  with  action  the  strength  of  our  com¬ 
mitment.  In  the  short-term,  our  only  viable 
economic  policy  option  is  an  effective  pro¬ 
gram  of  energy  conservation.  A  vigorous 
United  States  lead  on  conservation  will 
encourage  similar  action  by  other  consum¬ 
ing  nations.  Consumer  cooperation  on  con¬ 
servation  now  and  then  development  of  new 
supplies  over  time  will  deter  producer  aggres¬ 
siveness  by  demonstrating  that  consumers 
are  capable  of  acting  together  to  defend  their 
interests. 

II.  STATUTORY  CONSIDERATIONS 

This  investigation  has  proceeded  in 
recognition  of  the  close  relationship  of 
the  economic  welfare  of  the  Nation  to 
our  national  security.  As  required  by 
section  232,  consideration  has  been  given 
to  domestic  production  of  crude  oil  and 
the  other  products  under  investigation 
needed  for  projected  defense  require¬ 
ments,  the  existing  and  anticipated  avail¬ 
ability  of  these  raw  materials  and  prod¬ 
ucts  which  are  essential  to  the  national 
defense,  the  requirements  of  the  growth 
of  the  domestic  petroleum  industry  and 
supplies  of  crude  oil  and  crude  oil  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  the  importation  of  goods  in 
terms  of  their  quantities,  availabilities, 
character  and  use  as  those  affect  the 
domestic  petroleum  industry  and  the 
ability  of  the  United  States  to  meet  its 
national  security  requirements. 

In  addition,  other  relevant  factors  re¬ 
quired  or  permitted  by  section  232  have 
been  considered,  including  the  amount 
of  current  domestic  demand  for  petro¬ 
leum  and  petroleum  products  which  is 
being  supplied  from  foreign  sources,  the 
degree  of  risk  of  interruption  of  the  sup¬ 
ply  of  such  products  from  these  countries, 
the  impact  on  the  economy  and  our  na¬ 
tional  defense  of  an  interruption  of  such 
supplies  including  the  effects  on  labor, 
and  the  effect  of  the  prices  charged  for 
foreign  petroleum  and  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts  on  our  national  security. 

III.  IMPORTS  OF  PETROLEUM  AND  PETROLEUM 
PRODUCTS 

During  the  first  eight  months  of  1974, 
the  United  States  Imported  approx¬ 


imately  5.8  million  barrels  per  day  of 
petroleum  and  petroleum  products.  (An¬ 
nex  C)  Thia  figure  amounted  to  35.6  per¬ 
cent  of  total  United  States  demand  for 
such  products  during  this  period.  The 
latest  data  available  indicates  that 
United  States  dependence  on  imported 
oil  is  growing.  For  the  four  weeks  ending 
December  13, 1974,  the  United  States  im¬ 
ported  about  7.4  million  barrels  per  day 
of  petroleum  and  petroleum  products, 
which  represented  39.5  percent  of  total 
United  States  demand  for  such  products 
during  the  same  period.  (Annex  C) 
Imports  into  the  United  States  may  be 
divided  into  two  major  sources,  the  na¬ 
tions  belonging  to  the  Organization  of 
Petroleum  Exporting  Coimtries  (OPEC) 
and  other  nations.  (Annex  D)  The  OPEC 
nations  have  far  more  production  ca¬ 
pacity  than  the  non-OPEC  nations.  Of 
the  world’s  total  production  of  approx¬ 
imately  55  million  barrels  per  day,  OPEC 
members  produce  30  million  barrels. 
Communist  countries  11  million  and  the 
balance  of  14  million  barrels  per  day  is 
produced  by  other  countries  including  the 
U.S.  ^  Moreover,  the  OPEC  countries  have 
over  8  million  barrels  per  day  of  pro¬ 
duction  potential  which  is  not  being  uti¬ 
lized  while  virtually  no  unused  capacity 
exists  in  the  rest  of  the  world.* 

Most  recent  indicators  show  that  3.5 
million  barrels  per  day  of  crude  oil  and 
petroleum  products  are  being  imported 
by  the  U.S.  directly  from  the  OPEC  mem¬ 
ber  states.  (Annex  D)  In  addition,  as 
much  as  850,000  barrels  per  day  of  fin¬ 
ished  products  imported  into  the  U.S. 
from  third  country  sources  may  originate 
from  OPEC  nations.*  In  total,  4.35  mil¬ 
lion  barrels  per  day  of  the  1974  U.S.  de¬ 
mand  of  approximately  17.0  million  bar¬ 
rels  per  day  came  from  OPEC  sources. 
In  percentage  terms,  U.S.  imports  from 
OPEC  members  account  for  over  25%  of 
domestic  demand. 

The  major  Western  Hemisphere  sup¬ 
pliers  of  petroleum  to  the  United  States 
are  Canada  and  Venezuela.  The  latter 
country  provided  the  United  States  with 
approximately  1.1  million  barrels  per 
day  from  January  through  October  1974. 
For  the  same  period,  Canada  exported  to 
the  U.S.  over  1,000,000  barrels  p>er  day  or 
slightly  over  17  percent  of  our  imported 
supplies. 

TTie  Canadian  Government  has  re¬ 
cently  conducted  a  study  of  its  own 
energy  potential.  It  concluded  that  steps 
should  be  taken  to  reduce  exports  of  oil 
with  a  view  to  conserving  petroleum  for 
future  Canadian  requirements.*  Accord¬ 
ingly,  on  November  22,  1974,  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Government  announced  its  inten¬ 
tion  to  limit  exports  to  the  U.S.  to  650,000 
barrels  per  day  by  the  end  of  1975.  Fur¬ 
ther  reductions  in  exports  will  take  place 
after  annual  reviews.  As  a  result,  it  ap¬ 
pears  that  the  U.S.  can  no  longer  count 
on  the  availability  of  large  volumes  of  oil 
from  Canada  but  may  have  to  Increase 
our  reliance  on  OPEC  to  make  up  for  the 
reduction  of  Canadian  imports. 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  document. 
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Monthly  import*  btfore  and  during  the  oU  embargo  >  (million*  of  barrel*  per  dag) 


Percent  change  Total  refined  Percent  change 
Grade  oO  from  previous  products  from  previous 
year  year 


September  1973 .  3.47  +47  2.85  +28 

October .  3.88  +49  2.67  +9 

November .  3.45  +50  3.14  +80 

December _  3. 99  +45  2. 90  +1 

January  1974 _ _ _ _  2. 48  —13  2. 85  —4 

Febni^ . 2J0 _ ^ _ iSS _ *+17 


•The  indicated  positive  balance  in  this  month  is  reflected  bylthe  dlsproi)ortionately  large  imports  of  motor  gasoline, 
to  accommodate  criti^  shortages  of  this  refined  product. 


In  summary,  60  percent  of  current  im¬ 
ports  of  crude  oil  comes  directly  from 
OPEC  members  and  another  15  percent 
is  refined  by  third  countries  using  OPEC 
crude  oil.  At  least  85  percent  of  the  im¬ 
ported  petroleum,  however,  whether  from 
OPEC  or  non-OPEC  countries,  appears 
to  be  subject  to  the  threat  of  interrup¬ 
tion  in  the  event  of  a  crisis.  Moreover, 
the  outlook  in  the  short  run  is  for  the 
percentage  of  imports  derived  fr(»n 
OPEC  members  to  increase  as  a  result 
of  limitations  on  Canadian  exports. 

IV.  EFFECT  OF  1973-1974  EMBARGO  ON  THE 
DOMESTIC  ECONOMT 

Ihe  interruption  of  the  supply  of  a 
major  part  of  U.S.  imports  of  petroleum 
during  the  Winter  of  1978-74  had  a  se¬ 
rious  adverse  Impact  on  the  economy  of 
the  United  States. 

In  his  memorandum,  Secretary  Dent 
stated: 

The  experience  ot  the  Arab  oU  embargo 
last  year,  even  though  it  halted  only  about 
one-half  of  our  oil  Imports,  confirms  the  risk 
of  disruption  to  the  economy  which  is  im¬ 
plicit  in  dependence  on  imports  of  cfil  to  this 
degree.  The  oil  embargo  is  believed  to  have 
produced  a  reduction  in  UjS.  GNP  by  some 
$10  to  20  billion.  AU  sectors  of  the  economy 
were  adversely  affected,  with  the  consumer 
duurables  sector  and  housing  construction 
most  heavily  hit.  Further,  it  is  estimated 
that  a  substantial  part  of  the  infiationary 
rise  of  prices  during  1974,  particularly  in  the 
first  half,  is  attributable  to  the  direct  and 
indirect  effects  of  the  rise  in  overall  energy 
costs  which  followed  the  rapid  escalation  of 
costs  tor  Arab  oU.  In  view  of  this  record  of 
injiuy  caused  by  loss  of  foreign  oU  supply 
and  our  continuing  vulnerability  to  future 
injury  of  even  greater  impact,  it  is  my  opinion 
that  imports  at  current  and  projected  levels 
do  oonsUtute  a  threat  to  Impair  the  na¬ 
tional  security. 

The  Federal  Energy  Administration 
noted  in  its  Project  Independence  report 
that  the  embargo’s  impact  was  serious 
as  a  result  of  the  nation’s  high  level  of 
depmlence  upon  foreign  iietroleum  im¬ 
ports.  In  the  years  1960  through  1973 
U.S.  production  did  not  keep  pace  with 
U.S.  consumption  of  petroleum.  The  re¬ 
sulting  gap  represented  the  level  of  U.S. 
Imports,  which  increased  drastically: 


V.S.  produeiion  and  amenmption  efpetrolenm*  (1900- 
7S)—PetroUum  (million*  of  barrel*  per  day) 


Year 

Production 

Consuini>Uon 

Qap  (imparts) 

1980...= 

&0 

9.5 

1.6 

1965 _ ; 

as 

10.8 

2.0 

1970.... 

11.3 

14.7 

3.4 

1972.... 

11.2 

16.4 

6.2 

1973 _ a 

ia9 

17.3 

6.4 

The  impact  of  the  embargo  on  imports 
can  be  shown  by  a  comparison  of  import 
figures  for  both  crude  and  refined  oil 
Imports  for  each  of  the  months  Septem¬ 
ber  1973  through  February  1974,  and  the 
percent  change  refiected  in  such  figures 
from  the  same  months  of  the  preceding 
year: 


Both  the  National  Petroleum  Ckjuncil 
and  the  Federal  Energy  Administration 
have  made  detailed  analyses  of  the  im¬ 
pact  of  the  1973-74  onbargo.  A  demand 
reduction  of  over  1  million  barrels  per 
day  has  been  attributed  to  curtailment 
and  conservation.  These  savings  oc¬ 
curred  in  areas  which  caused  minimum 
individual  or  collective  hardship.  How¬ 
ever,  many  such  savings  were  the  result 
of  one-time  only  reductions  in  usage 
patterns,  such  as  lowering  of  thermostat 
levels.  Once  accomplished,  by  voluntary 
or  other  restraints  upon  energy  usage, 
such  savings  cannot  thereafter  be  dupli¬ 
cated, 

'The  cost  of  the  embargo  to  the  econ¬ 
omy,  in  terms  of  both  increased  energy 
costs  and  adverse  impacts  on  the  labor 
market,  was  severe.  During  the  first 
quarter  of  1974,  the  seasonally  adjusted 
Gross  National  Product  f^  by  7%  and 
the  seasonally  adjusted  unemployment 
rate  changed  from  4.6%  in  October  '973 
to  5.1%  by  March  of  1974.  Of  course 
there  were  other  factors  at  work  in  the 
economy  during  this  period  and  it  is 
difficult  to  Isolate  those  declines  attrib¬ 
utable  solely  to  the  embargo.  However, 
according  to  the  FEA,  increased  energy 
prices  dining  the  embargo  period  were 
responsible  for  at  least  30%  of  the  in¬ 
crease  in  the  Consumer  Price  Index  with 
the  long-term  effects  of  the  embargo 
and  the  subsequent  price  rises  continu¬ 
ing  after  the  embargo  was  lifted.  As  the 
FEA  has  pointed  out,  a  comparison  of 
the  nation’s  economic  performance  for 
the  two  years  preceding  the  embargo 
with  the  first  quarter  of  1974  demon¬ 
strates  a  clear  and  uninterrupted  up¬ 
ward  historical  trend  (albeit  a  reduced 
rate  of  increase  beginning  in  the  second 
quarter  of  1973)  followed  by  a  sudden 
sharp  decline  during  the  relevant  period: 

Gro**  national  produd  *lati*tie*  *  (t97t~70 


Real  QNF  • 

Present  changes 
In  ONP  from 
preceding  quarter 
(annual  rate) 

1972 

I . 

_ j  768.0 

II . 

.  785.6 

9.5 

Ill _ 

.  798. 7 

5.7 

IV . 

.  812.8 

ao 

1973 

I . 

829.3 

8.6 

11 . 

.  834.3 

2.4 

Ill . 

.  841.3 

$4 

IV . 

.  844.6 

1.6 

1974: 1 . 

.  831.0 

-6.3 

■  SrawnaSy  Adjusted  at  annual  rates  in  biUions  of 
1958  dollars. 


A  similar  effect  has  been  identified  by 
FEA  with  respect  to  real  personal  con¬ 
sumption  expenditures  and  real  fixed  in¬ 
vestments.  These  are  set  forth  in  detail 
in  the  Appendix  to  the  Project  Independ¬ 
ence  Report,  and  are  not  set  forth  in 
detail  herein. 

Following  the  embargo,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  reduced  its  forecast 
of  real  output  for  the  first  quarter  of  1974 
by  $10.4  billion,  and  its  forecast  for  the 
first  quarter  of  1975  by  $15  billion.'  Again, 
studies  showing  detailed  effects  upon  the 
labor  market  and  contributions  to 
changes  for  selected  Items  within  the  CPI 
have  been  analyzed  in  detail  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce  and  the  Federal 
Energy  Administration,  and  set  forth  in 
the  Project  Independence  Report. 

'The  adverse  change  of  .5%  in  the  sea¬ 
sonally  adjusted  national  unemployment 
rate  between  October  1973  and  March 
1974  represents  an  increase  of  approxi¬ 
mately  500,000  unemployed  people.  The 
Department  of  Labor  has  estimated  that 
during  the  period  of  embargo  150,000  to 
225,000  jobs  were  lost  as  a  direct  result 
of  employers’  inability  to  acquire  pe¬ 
troleum  supplies.  An  additional  decline  of 
approximately  310,000  jobs  occurred  as 
an  indirect  result  of  such  shortages  in 
Industries  whose  products  or  processes 
were  subject  to  reduced  demand  as  a  re¬ 
sult  thereof  (most  notably,  the  automo¬ 
bile  industry).  The  Department  of  La¬ 
bor  estimates  that  85%  of  the  total  jobs 
lost  were  those  of  semi-skilled  workers, 
5%  clerical  and  3%  professional,  tech¬ 
nical  and  skilled.* 

The  Federal  Energy  Administration 
has  projected  the  loss  in  economic  ac¬ 
tivity  (GNP)  which  could  be  reasonably 
correlated  to  a  shortfall  in  oil  supplies. 
The  pattern  of  this  correlation  indicates 
that  at  any  given  time,  the  economy  can 
absorb  a  modest  reduction  in  consump¬ 
tion  before  painful  reductions  in  eco¬ 
nomic  activity  occur.  After  this  reduc¬ 
tion  in  nonessential  uses  of  oil  is  made, 
further  reductions  of  oil  supplies  will  re¬ 
sult  in  sharply  increasing  losses  in  the 
GNP.  Based  on  such  models,  the  FEA  has 
determined  the  impacts  of  interruption 
of  imports  under  several  conditions.  For 
example,  a  recently  calculated  situation 
shows  that  a  2.2  million  bbl/day  import 
reduction  for  six  months’  duration  Is 
estimated  to  cause  a  $22.4  billion  reduc¬ 
tion  in  GNP.* 

The  Federal  Energy  Administration  es¬ 
timates  that  a  reduction  In  consumption 
of  approximately  1  million  barrels  per 
day  can  be  managed  without  Imposing 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  document. 
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prohibitive  costs  on  the  economy.  While 
recognizing  that  a  figure  of  1  million  bar¬ 
rels  per  day  is  not  precise,  it  does  ap¬ 
proximate  a  reasonable  estimate  of  the 
short-term  reduction  beyond  which  more 
severe  economic  readjustments  would 
take  place.  Of  the  17  million  barrels  per 
day  current  demand,  it  is  estimated  that 
16  million  Is  the  proximate  quantity  re¬ 
quired  to  prevent  progressive  deteriora¬ 
tion  of  the  economy  at  the  present  time. 

It  should  also  be  noted  that  the  im¬ 
pacts  of  any  suw>ly  interruptions  will  be 
disproportionately  felt '  in  the  various 
regions  of  the  country.  The  major  de¬ 
terminants  of  the  impact  within  any 
given  region  is  the  amount  of  imports 
into  that  region,  climatic  conditions  of 
the  region,  and  the  industries  located 
there.  The  northwestern  and  north¬ 
eastern  parts  of  the  country  import 
large  amounts  of  their  petroleum  re¬ 
quirements,  the  climatic  conditions  re¬ 
quire  them  to  use  more  energy  for  heat¬ 
ing  than  other  regions,  and  they  have 
more  energy  using  manufacturing  indus¬ 
tries  in  general  than  other  parts  of  the 
country  (this  is  especially  true  of  the 
Northeast) . 

The  direct  effects  of  an  embargo  would 
be  concentrated  in  PAD  (Petroleum  Ad¬ 
ministration  for  Defense)  Districts  1 
and  5.  PAD  District  1  includes  the  East¬ 
ern  Seabord  of  the  U.S.  where  it  is  esti¬ 
mated  that  83  percent  of  the  1975  crude 
petroleum  demand  will  be  imported.  In 
PAD  District  5,  the  West  Coast  of  the 

U. S.  including  Alaska  and  Hawaii,  im¬ 
ports  are  43  percent  of  total  uses.  The 
East  Coast  problem  is  especially  difficult 
because  of  the  high  fuel  oil  demands  in 
the  New  England  area  and  the  fact  that 
approximately  98  percent  of  the  residual 
fuel  oil  for  PAD  District  1  is  imported  as 
a  refined  product  or  made  from  imported 
crude.' 

V.  VULNERABILITY  OF  U.S.  ECONOMY  TO  OIL 

AND  DEVELOPMENT  OF  ALTERNATE  ENERGY 

SOURCES 

The  vulnerability  of  the  U.S.  economy 
to  petroleum  supply  interruptions  is 
highlighted  by  (1)  the  fact  that  it  is  the 
backbone,  not  only  of  our  defense  energy 
needs,  but  also  of  our  economic  welfare, 
and  (2)  the  difficulty  of  bringing  in  al¬ 
ternate  energy  sources  immediately. 

Although  there  may  have  been  some 
recent  minor  changes,  the  1973  figures 
show  that  petroleum  accounted  for  46 
percent  of  domestic  energy  consumption, 
natural  gas  for  31  percent,  coal  for  18 
percent,  hydropower  for  4  percent  and 
nuclear  for  1  percent.  (Annex  E) 

The  degree  to  which  other  energy 
forms  can  in  the  short  nm  be  physically 
substituted  for  oil  is  limited.  Residual 
oil  used  in  heating  or  utilities  can  be 
replaced  with  coal  only  after  conversion 
of  the  plant’s  combustion  facilities  has 
taken  place.  Other  energy  sources  are 
limited  in  supply  of  feasibility  of  use. 
Supplies  of  natural  gas  are  declining  and 
an  interstate  pipeline  curtailment  of  919 
billion  cu.  ft.  is  expected  In  the  1974-75 
heating  season.*  The  natural  gas  reserve/ 
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production  ratio  has  declined  from  21.1 
in  1959  to  11.1  in  1973,*  indicating  the 
production  potential  is  seriously  im¬ 
paired.  It  does  not  appear  that  we  can 
substitute  natural  gas  for  oil.  On  the  con¬ 
trary,  the  prospects  are  that  either  oil  or 
coal  may  have  to  be  substituted  for  nat¬ 
ural  gas.  The  nation’s  ability  to  increase 
its  hydroelectric  power  generating  capac¬ 
ity  is  severely  limited.  Other  energy 
sources  such  as  nuclear  electrical  gener¬ 
ating  power  require  long  lead  times  for 
development  and  will  not  be  available  in 
materially  increased  quantities  for  a 
number  of  years.  For  example,  nuclear 
power  is  not  expected  to  reach  a  sig¬ 
nificant  percentage  (12%)  of  our  total 
energy  capacity  until  1985.*  The  avail¬ 
ability  of  coal  is  subject  to  further  mine 
development,  expansion  of  transporta¬ 
tion  systems  and  convertibility  of  fur¬ 
naces  and  boilers,  all  of  which  require 
significant  development  time.  Moreover, 
both  the  production  and  combustion  of 
coal  is  currently  subject  to  environmen¬ 
tal  restrictions  which  further  limit  its 
accelerated  development  as  an  energy 
source. 

The  outlook  for  increasing  production 
of  crude  oil  from  domestic  sources  is  not 
favorable  for  the  near  term.  Domestic 
production  has  declined  from  9.6  million 
barrels  per  day  in  1970  to  8.7  million  bar¬ 
rels  per  day  in  December  1974.  A  fur¬ 
ther  gradual  decline  is  anticipated  until 
oil*  from  the  North  Slope  of  Alaska  be¬ 
comes  available  in  late  1977,  or  until  oil 
is  produced  from  presently  undeveloped 
areas  as  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf. 
Nevertheless,  the  sharp  increase  in  the 
price  of  oil  should  stimulate  increased 
exploration  which,  in  the  intermediate  or 
longer  term,  if  combined  with  conserva¬ 
tion  efforts  should  ameliorate  the  pres¬ 
ent  threat  to  our  economy. 

Also,  long-term  energy  sources  such  as 
the  development  of  geothermal  and  oil 
shale  energy  resources  and  the  practical 
utilization  of  solar  energy  require  major 
advances  in  the  technology  involved. 
This  technology  may  take  several  years 
to  develop,  but  should  assist  in  the  solu¬ 
tion  of  the  domestic  shortage  of  energy 
sources  if  sufficient  incentive  is  provided. 

VI.  THREAT  TO  THE  NATIONAL  SECURITY  OF 
FUTURE  SUPPLY  INTERRUPTIONS 

Section  rv  has  described  the  serious 
impact  on  the  national  economy  and 
consequently  on  the  national  security 
of  the  winter  1973-1974  embargo.  It  is 
reasonable  to  expect  similar  or  even 
worse  effects  of  an  interruption  of  sup¬ 
ply  in  the  future,  particularly  in  light  of 
increasing  dependence  on  foreign  sources 
of  supply.  U.S.  production  is  declining* 
and  alternative  sources  of  energy  supply 
require  a  long  lead  time  for  development.* 
Moreover,  supplies  from  the  most  secure 
Western  Hemisphere  sources  are  likely  to 
decline  as  illustrated  by  the  Canadian 
action  to  reduce  oil  exports  to  the  United 
States. 

The  Department  of  Defense  has  de¬ 
scribed  the  risks  to  our  national  security 
posed  by  the  threat  of  a  future  supply 
interruption.  The  Department  of 


fense,  in  its  memorandum  to  me  of  Jan¬ 
uary  9, 1975,  stated; 

The  Depcu'tment  of  Defense  holds  that 
this  nation  must  have  the  capability  to  meet 
the  essential  energy  requirements  of  its 
mUitary  forces  and  of  its  civil  economy  from 
secure  sources  not  subject  to  military,  eco¬ 
nomic  or  political  interdiction.  While  it  may 
be  that  complete  national  energy  self-suffi¬ 
ciency  is  unneceeeary,  the  degree  of  om*  suffi¬ 
ciency  must  be  such  that  any  potential 
supply  denial  will  be  sustainable  for  an  ex¬ 
tended  period  without  degradation  of  mili¬ 
tary  readiness  or  operations,  and  without 
significant  impact  on  industrial  output  or  the 
welfare  of  the  populace.  This  is  true  because 
the  national  security  is  threatened  when:  (1) 
the  national  economy  is  depressed;  (2)  we 
are  obliged  to  rely  on  non-secure  sources  for 
essential  quantities  of  fu«l;  (3)  costs  for  es¬ 
sential  fuels  are  unduly  high;  and  (4)  we 
reach  a  point  where  secure  available  inter¬ 
nal  fuel  resources  are  exhausted. 

As  you  know,  the  Mandatory  Oil  Import 
Program  was  established  in  1969  for  the  ex¬ 
press  purpose  of  controlling  the  quantity  of 
imported  oil  which  at  that  time  had  been 
found  to  threaten  to  impair  the  national 
security.  In  the  Intervening  years  we  have 
observed  with  growing  concern  the  decline 
in  domestic  and  western  hemisphere  petro¬ 
leum  productive  capcu:ity  In  relation  to  de¬ 
mand.  The  result  has  been  a  rapid  expan¬ 
sion  in  our  dependence  on  eastern  hemi¬ 
sphere  soiuoes  for  the  oil  which  is  so  es¬ 
sential  to  our  military  needs  and  the  nation’s 
economy.  By  1973  that  dependence  had 
reached  a  level  which  risked  substantial  harm 
to  the  natiojial  economy  in  event  pf  a  peace¬ 
time  supply  denial.  In  event  of  general  war, 
those  risks  would  be  substantially  greater 
because  of  the  sharply  Increased  level  of 
military  petroleum  consumption  which 
would  require  support  from  domestic  petro¬ 
leum  resources.  The  1973  Arab  oil  embargo 
offered  proof,  if  proof  were  needed,  of  the  de¬ 
terioration  in  our  national  energy  situation. 

Energy  conservation  efforts  and  expanded 
use  of  alternate  fuels  halted  the  growth 
in  crude  oil  and  product  imports  during 
much  of  1974.  However,  production  of  both 
oil  and  gas  in  the  United  States  continues  to 
decline,  and  indications  are  that  Import 
growth  has  resumed.  Projections  for  1975 
indicate  that  imports  may  exceed  seven 
million  barrels  a  day,  sharply  higher  than  in 
1974  and  equal  to  near  19  percent  of  the 
probable  total  energy  supply  in  1975.  TO  the 
extent  that  demand  for  petroleum  imports 
causes  increasing  reliance  on  Insecure  sources 
of  fuel,  then  such  demand/reliance  is  a 
severe  threat  to  our  security. 

Although  oil  exporters  vary  in  their 
sp>ecific  national  goals  and  from  time  to 
time  make  unilateral  decisions  in  regard 
to  oil  policies,  oil  exporters  have  the 
potent!^  to  bring  about  concerted  ac¬ 
tions  which  can  explicitly  deny  the  U.S. 
needed  imports  through  such  actions  as 
last  year’s  embargo.  The  loss  in  GNP 
growth  and  the  significant  unemploy¬ 
ment  created  have  on  their  face  a  sig¬ 
nificant  impact  in  terms  of  the  overall 
strength  of  the  national  economy.  Con¬ 
tinued  reliance  on  foreign  sources  of 
supply  leaves  the  U.S.  economy  vulner¬ 
able  to  further  disruptive,  abrupt  cur¬ 
tailment  or  embargo  of  supplies,  as  well 
to  further  Increases  in  prices.  Conse¬ 
quently,  it  is  only  prudent  from  a  na¬ 
tional  security  standp>oint  to  plan  for 
the  possibility  that  another  embargo,  or 
other  type  of  supply  interruption,  could 
occur. 
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VII.  THE  EXCESSIVE  RELIANCE  ON  IMPORTED 
OIL  AS  A  SOURCE  OF  WEAKNESS  IN  A  FLEX¬ 
IBLE  FOREIGN  POLICY 

The  dependence  of  the  United  States 
on  imported  petroleum  can  also  adversely 
affect  the  ability  to  achieve  our  foreign 
policy  objectives. 

A  healthy  and  vital  domestic  economy 
coupled  with  modern  and  adequate  de¬ 
fense  forces  are  the  basic  elements  of 
strength  in  protecting  our  national  se¬ 
curity,  but  equally  important  in  today’s 
interdependent  world  is  the  continued 
smooth  functioning  of  the  international  ' 
economic  system  and,  in  particular,  the 
economic  strength  and  viability  of  our 
Allies.  'The  economies  of  many  of  these 
coimtries  are  almost  totally  dependent 
on  Imported  oil  and  are  therefore  much 
more  vulnerable  to  the  threat  of  a  new  oil 
embargo.  This  could  adversely  affect  the 
extent  to  which  we  can  rely  on  those  Al¬ 
lies  in  the  event  of  a  serious  political  or 
military  threat  to  this  country. 

The  risk  to  our  Allies  and  to  ourselves 
comes  not  only  from  the  possibility  of 
disruptions  of  supply  and  the  impact  this 
could  have  on  foreign  policies  but  also 
from  the  effect  on  their  domestic  econ¬ 
omies  of  the  high  cost  of  oil  imports.  In¬ 
dividual  consumer  states  faced  with  bal¬ 
ance  of  trade  deficits  and.  having  diffi¬ 
culties  in  financing  them,  could  attempt 
to  equilibrate  their  trade  balances 
through  “beggar-thy-neighbor”  actions. 

For  example,  deliberate  measures 
could  be  taken  to  interfere  with  markets 
so  as  to  increase  exports  and/or  decrease 
imports  from  non-oil  exporting  coun¬ 
tries.  Specific  examples  would  Include 
export  subsidies.  Import  tariffs,  quotas, 
and  perhaps  other  non-tariff  barriers  to 
trade.  Such  action  would,  of  course,  be 
Infeasible  as  a  concerted  policy  by  all 
deficit  nations  and  therefore  irrational. 
Indeed,  should  all  embark  on  such  a 
course,  a  severe  economic  loss  would  re¬ 
sult  through  Income  reductions  to  all. 
Exports  would  be  reduced  for  all  oil  im¬ 
porting  countries  with  loss  in  economic 
activity. 

A  slowdown  in  economic  growth  and 
consequent  imemployment  resulting 
from  such  a  course  could  have  eccmomic 
and  social  effects  that  could  have  serious 
political  implications  for  oiur  own  se¬ 
curity. 

These  potential  problems  could  arise 
from  the  continued  high  levels  of  oil  im¬ 
ports  in  conjunction  with  the  price  of 
oil,  which  generate  large  current  account 
surpluses  for  OPEC.  Given  the  limited 
absorptive  capacity  of  some  of  these 
countries  the  Increased  oil  revenues  to 
these  countries  will  not  be  immediately 
translated  into  increased  imports.  A  re¬ 
cent  estimate  of  the  OPEC  1974  current 
account  imbalance  is  about  $60  billion.  In 
contrast,  the  1973  OPEC  current  accoimt 
balance  was  only  $13  billion.  Projections 
of  these  balances  through  time  indicate 
continued  reserve  acciunulations  at  least 
until  1980,  as  some  OPEC  members  will 
only  gradually  adjust  their  import  levels 
to  higher  export  revenues.  An  estimate 
of  these  acciunulatlons  as  of  1980  is  on 
the  order  of  $200  to  $300  billion  (in  terms 


of  1974  purchasing  power)  for  OPEC  as 
a  group.  Such  a  massive  transfer  of 
wealth  would  enhance  the  economic  and 
political  power  of  oil  rich  states  which 
do  not  necessarily  share  our  foreign 
policy  objectives. 

It  is  our  expectation  that  these  funds 
will  be  held  and  invested  in  a  respon¬ 
sible  manner.  There  is  every  economic 
incentive  for  the  owners  of  these  re¬ 
sources  to  take  this  course.  The  United 
States’  basic  economic  position  strongly 
favors  maximum  freedom  for  capital 
,  movements  and  we  believe  there  is  no 
reason  to  change  this  policy. 

However,  in  view  of  the  possible  prob¬ 
lems  noted  above,  it  is  imperative  that  we 
join  with  our  Allies  in  a  concerted  pro¬ 
gram  of  conservation,  reduced  reliance 
on  imported  sources  of  oil  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  alternative  energy  supplies.  In 
this  way  we  promote  market  forces  that 
will  work  against  further  rises  in  already 
monopolistic  oil  prices,  and  exert  some 
downward  pressure  on  world  oil  prices. 

The  department  of  defense  confirms 
these  conclusions: 

The  appropriate  restriction  of  oil  imports 
wUl  also  Impact  favorably  on  the  balance  of 
payments  and,  more  importantly,  will  permit 
the  United  States  to  make  a  significant  con¬ 
tribution  to  international  efforts  to  reduce 
total  world  oU  demand  which,  through  its 
recent  rapid  growth,  has  contributed  to 
harmful  increases  in  world  oil  prices.  Those 
increases  have  posed  serious  threats  to  the 
economic  and  military  viability  of  NATO 
and  other  friendly  nations,  as  well  as  to  the 
United  States.  Reduced  dependence  on  im¬ 
ported  oil  can  also  minimize  the  adverse  im¬ 
pact  on  the  United  States,  NATO  and  other 
friendly  nations  of  boycotts  such  as  that  im¬ 
posed  by  the  Arab  nations  in  1973. 

The  Federal  Energy  Administration 
has  pointed  out  that  reduction  of  reli¬ 
ance  on  imported  oil  and  conservation 
are  essential  to  U.S.  participation  in  the 
International  Energy  Program.  Admin¬ 
istrator  Zarb  states: 

Given  the  Inability  to  create  effective  emer¬ 
gency  supplies  in  the  short  run,  it  is  im¬ 
portant  that  the  U.S.  actively  support  and 
participate  in  international  security  agree¬ 
ments  such  as  the  International  Energy 
Program  (lEP) ,  or  a  producer-consumer  con¬ 
ference,  with  the  objective  of  establishing 
future  world  oil  prices  acceptable  to  the  U.S., 
the  other  importers,  and  the  OPEC  countries; 
and  to  decrease  the  likelihood  of  politically  or 
economically  motivated  supply  disruptions. 

The  lEP  particulso’ly  is  an  important  com¬ 
ponent  of  the  U.S.  energy  supply  security 
program.  It  would  coordinate  the  responses 
of  most  major  oU  importing  nations  to  in¬ 
ternational  supply  disruptions,  provide  guide¬ 
lines  for  conservation  and  stockpile  release 
programs,  and  avoid  competition  for  avail¬ 
able  supplies,  and  thus  limit  the  oil  price 
increases  likely  to  result  from  an  oil  short¬ 
age. 

The  lEP  deters  the  Imposition  of  oil  ex¬ 
port  embargoes  because  it  diminishes  the 
ability  of  oil  exporters  to  target  oil  shortfalls 
on  particular  oU  importers,  or  greatly  in¬ 
creases  the  cost  of  doing  so.  For  example, 
under  an  lEP,  a  U.S.  Import  shortfall  of  3  MM 
B/D  would  require  a  much  larger  export  cut¬ 
off,  and  increase  the  political  and  economic 
costs  exporters  would  incur  in  imposing  an 
embargo. 

These  measures  do  not  exhaust  the  options 
available  to  the  U.S.  Government.  They  seem 


to  us,  however,  to  be  among  the  most  effec¬ 
tive  programs  which  the  U.S.  can  Implement 
at  this  time,  given  the  character  of  the  inter¬ 
national  energy  market.  As  such,  these  op¬ 
tions  offer  attractive  prospects  for  minimiz¬ 
ing  the  threat  to  our  national  security  re¬ 
sulting  from  our  need  to  continue  to  rely  on 
imported  oil. 

Vin.  FINDINGS  AND  RECOMMENDATIONS 

As  a  result  of  my  investigation,  I  rec¬ 
ommend  that  the  following  determina¬ 
tions  and  recommendations  be  made  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  for¬ 
warded  to  the  President: 

Findings.  As  a  result  of  the  investiga¬ 
tion  initiated  by  me,  I  have  found  that 
crude  oil,  principal  crude  oil  derivatives 
and  products,  and  related  products  de¬ 
rived  from  natural  gas  and  coal  tar  are 
being  imported  into  the  United  States  in 
such  quantities  as  to  threaten  to  impair 
the  national  security.  I  further  find  that 
the  foregoing  products  are  being  im¬ 
port  into  the  United  States  under  such 
circumstances  as  to  threaten  to  impair 
the  national  security. 

Recommendations.  I  therefore  recom¬ 
mend  that  appropriate  action  be  taken  to 
reduce  imports  of  crude  oil,  principal 
crude  oil  derivatives  and  products,  and 
related  products  derived  from  natural 
gas  and  coal  tar  into  the  United  States, 
to  promote  a  lessened  reliance  upon  such 
products,  to  reduce  the  pairments  outfiow 
and  to  create  incentives  for  the  use  of 
alternative  sources  of  energy  to  such  im¬ 
ports.  I  understand  that  a  Presidential 
Proclamation  pursuant  to  Section  232  of 
the  Trade  Elxpansion  Act  of  1962  is  being 
drafted  by  the  Federal  Energy  Adminis¬ 
tration  consistent  with  these  recom¬ 
mendations. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 
Assistant  Secretary,  (Enforce¬ 
ment,  Operations,  and  Tariff 
Affairs) . 
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Annex  A 

The  Secretart  of  the  Treasury 

MEMORANDUM  FOR  ASSISTANT  SECRETART 
MACDONALD 

Subject:  Request  for  Section  232  Investi¬ 
gation. 

January  4,  1975. 

Pursuant  to  my  authority  under  Section 
232  of  the  Trade  Expansion  Act,  76  Stat.  877 
(19  TJ.S.C.  1862),  I  am  requesting  you  to  con¬ 
duct  an  investigation  under  that  section  to 
determine  the  effects  on  the  national  security 
of  Imports  of  petroleum  and  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts. 

In  my  Judgment,  national  security  inter¬ 
ests  require  that  the  procedures  requiring 
public  notice  and  opportunity  for  public  com¬ 
ment  or  hearings,  set  forth  In  the  Treasury 
regulations  at  31  CFR  Part  9,  not  be  followed 
in  this  case.  I  further  find  that  It  would  be 
Inappropriate  to  hold  public  hesu'ings,  or 
otherwise  afford  Interested  parties  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  present  Information  and  advice 
relevant  to  the  investigation  as  provided  by 
Section  232,  as  amended  by  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974.  Therefore,  I  request  that  you  proceed 
immediately  with  the  investigation  without 
doing  so. 

William  E.  Simon, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Annex  B 

The  Secretary  of  State 

January  11,  1975. 

The  Honorable  William  E.  Simon, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury 

Dear  Bill; 

I  am  responding  to  your  January  3  memo 
randum  and  that  of  David  Macdonald  re¬ 
questing  the  view  of  the  State  Department  as 
to  the  effect  of  petroleum  Imports  on  our 
national  security. 

The  1973-1974  oil  embargo  and  production 
cutbacks  demonstrated  o\ir  vulnerability  and 
that  of  other  industrial  nations  to  an  Inter¬ 
ruption  in  foreign  oil  supplies.  In  addition 
to  its  direct  economic  cost  in  lost  GNP  and 
Increased  unemplo3nnent,  the  embargo  stim¬ 
ulated  massive  and  abrupt  price  increases 
which  the  producers  have  been  able  to  main¬ 
tain  and  Increase.  Without  preventative 
action,  OPEC’s  accumulation  of  financial  as¬ 
sets  will  accelerate,  reaching  a  total  of  about 
$400  billion  in  Investable  funds  by  the  end 
of  1980.  This  massive  transfer  of  wealth  will 
greatly  enhance  the  economic  and  political 
power  of  the  oil  rich  states  who  do  not  share 
our  foreign  policy  objectives.  It  will  also 
cause  a  serious  erosion  of  the  political  power 
of  the  United  States  and  Its  allies  relative 
to  the  Soviet  Union  and  China. 

Clearly,  decisive  action  Is  essential.  We 
have  signalled  our  Intention  to  move  toward 
energy  self-sufficiency.  We  must  now  demcm- 
strate  with  action  the  strength  of  our  com¬ 
mitment.  In  the  short-term,  our  only  viable 
economic  policy  option  is  an  effective  program 
of  energy  conservation.  A  vigorous  United 
States  lead  on  conservation  will  encourage 
similar  action  by  other  consuming  nations. 


Consumer  cooperation  on  conservation  now 
and  the  development  of  new  supplies  over 
time  will  deter  producer  aggressiveness  by 
demonstrating  that  consumers  are  capable  of 
acting  together  to  defend  their  interests. 

From  the  national  perspective,  a  major 
United  States'  conservation  effort  will: 

— reduce  OPEC’s  financial  claims  on 
United  States  resources  and  the  transfer  of 
economic  and  political  power  to  the  pro¬ 
ducers: 

— reduce  our  vulnerability  to  supply  dis¬ 
ruptions; 

— ^llmlt  the  effect  of  future  OPEC  price 
rises  on  United  States  growth  and  inflation; 
and 

— exert  some  downward  pressure  on  world 
oil  prices. 

We  believe  substantially  higher  import 
license  fees  will  contribute  to  our  conserva¬ 
tion  strategy.  They  should  reduce  our  de- 
I>endence  on  ImpcM-ted  energy  and  demon¬ 
strate  to  other  consumers  and  producers  the 
seriousness  of  our  commitment  not  to  re¬ 
main  vulnerable  to  escalating  oil  prices  and 
threat  of  supply  Interruptions. 

Warm  regards, 

Henry  A.  Kissinger, 
Secretary  of  State. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Detense 

January  9,  1975. 

Memorandum  for  The  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  (Enforcement,  Operations, 
and  Tariff  Affairs) . 

Subject:  Section  232  Investigation  on 
Petroleum  Imports 

Reference  Is  made  to  your  memorandum 
of  4  January  1975  in  which  you  advised  that 
the  Department  of  the  Treasury  is  conduct¬ 
ing  an  Investigation  under  Section  232,  76 
Stat.  877  (19  U.S.C.  1862),  to  determine’ the 
effects  on  the  national  security  of  Imports 
of  petroleum  and  petroleum  products.  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  views  on  the  security 
implications  of  current  and  projected  oil 
Import  levels  were  solicited. 

The  Department  of  Defense  holds  that  this 
nation  must  have  the  capability  to  meet  the 
essential  energy  requirements  of  Its  military 
forces  and  of  Its  civil  economy  from  secure 
sources  not  subject  to  military,  economic  or 
political  Interdiction.  While  It  may  be  that 
complete  national  energy  self-sufficiency  is 
unnecessary,  the  degree  of  our  sufficiency 
must  be  such  that  any  potential  supply 
denial  will  be  sustainable  for  an  extended 
period  without  degradation  of  military 
readiness  or  operations,  and  without  signifi¬ 
cant  impact  on  Industrial  output  or  the 
welfare  of  the  i>opulace.  This  is  true  because 
the  national  security  Is  threatened  when: 
(1)  the  national  economy  is  depressed;  (2) 
we  are  obliged  to  rely  on  nonsecure  sources 
for  essential  quantities  of  fuel;  (3)  costs  for 
essential  fuels  are  unduly  high;  and  (4)  we 
reach  a  point  where  secure  available  internal 
fuel  resources  are  exhausted. 

As  you  know,  the  Mandatory  Oil  Import 
Program  was  established  in  1959  for  the  ex¬ 
press  purpose  of  controlling  the  quantity  of 
Imported  oil  which  at  that  time  had  been 
found  to  threaten  to  impair  the  national 
security.  In  the  intervening  years  we  have 
observed  with  growing  concern  the  decline 
in  domestic  and  western  hemisphere  pe¬ 
troleum  productive  capacity  in  relation  to 
demand.  ’The  result  has  been  a  rapid  expan¬ 
sion  in  our  dependence  on  eastern  hemisphere 
sources  for  the  oil  which  is  so  essential  to 
our  military  needs  and  the  nation’s  economy. 
By  1973  that  dependence  had  reached  a  level 
which  risked  substantial  harm  to  the  na¬ 
tional  economy  in  event  of  a  peacetime  sup- 
*ply  denial.  In  event  of  general  war.  those 
risks  would  be  substantially  greater  because 
of  the  sharply  Increased  level  of  military 


petroleum  consumption  which  would  require 
support  for  domestic  petroleum  resources. 

The  1973  Arab  oil  embargo  offered  proof,  if 
proof  were  needed,  of  the  deterioration  in 
our  national  energy  situation. 

Energy  conservation  efforts  and  expanded 
use  of  alternate  fuels  halted  the  growth  In 
crude  oil  and  product  imports  during  much 
of  1974.  However,  production  of  both  oil  and 
gas  In  the  United  States  continues  to  decline, 
and  Indications  are  that  Import  growth  has 
resumed.  Projections  for  1976  indicate  that 
imports  may  exceed  seven  million  barrels  a 
day,  sharply  higher  than  In  1974  and  equal 
to  near  19  percent  of  the  probable  total 
energy  supply  In  1975.  To  the  extent  that 
demand  for  petroleum  Imports  causes  in¬ 
creasing  reliance  on  insecure  sources  of  fuel, 
then  such  demand/reliance  Is  a  severe  threat 
to  our  security.  Given  the  gradual  reduction 
In  the  quantity  of  petroleum  available  from 
relatively  secure  Western  hemisphere  sources, 
relative  dependence  on  Insecure  sources  In 
the  eastern  hemisphere  wUl  grow  more  rapid¬ 
ly  than  the  overall  growth  In  oil  Imports. 

The  exliaustion  of  otir  available  Internal 
fuel  resources  would  pose  an  even  greater 
tlHeat  to  our  security.  Therefore,  our  pe¬ 
troleum  policy  should  properly  balance  these 
opposing  needs.  That  Is  to  say,  national  secu¬ 
rity  considerations  would  seem  to  require  a 
proper  balance  of  Import  restrictions  with  a 
decrease  in  demand.  We  recognize  that  the 
nation  faces  a  period  of  several  years  dur¬ 
ing  which  dependence  on  insecure  Imported 
oil  will  exceed  levels  which  we  would  con¬ 
sider  acceptable  from  a  national  security 
viewpoint.  Accordingly,  we  believe  that  every 
reasonable  effort  should  be  made  to  Inhibit 
demand  growth,  and  Increase  total  Internal 
energy  supply  while  keeping  the  quantity  of 
imports  at  the  lowest  level  commensurate 
with  the  essential  needs  of  national  security 
and  the  civil  economy. 

The  proper  control  of  petroleum  Imports 
at  minimum  essential  levels  will  provide  as¬ 
surance  to  those  engaged  in  the  development 
of  conventional  and  non-conventlonal  do¬ 
mestic  energy  resources  that  foreign  oil,  re¬ 
gardless  of  Its  availability  and  potential  price 
competitiveness,  will  not  be  allowed  to  deny 
future  markets  to  secure  domestic  energy 
supplies.  The  appropriate  restriction  of  oil 
Imports  will  also  impact  favorably  on  the 
balance  of  payments  and,  more  Importantly, 
will  permit  the  United  States  to  make  a  sig¬ 
nificant  contribution  to  international  efforts 
to  reduce  total  world  oil  demand  which, 
through  its  recent  rapid  growth,  has  contrib¬ 
uted  to  harmful  increases  in  world  cil 
prices.  'Those  increases  have  posed  serious 
threats  to  the  economic  and  military  viability 
of  NATO  and  other  friendly  nations,  as  well 
as  to  the  United  States.  Reduced  dependence 
on  Imported  oil  can  also  minimize  the  ad¬ 
verse  impact  on  the  United  States,  NATO 
and  other  friendly  nations  of  boycotts  such 
as  that  imposed  by  the  Arab  nations  in  1973. 

It  is  our  conclusion  that  current  and  pro¬ 
jected  levels  of  demand  and  need  for  im¬ 
ported  petroleum  products  and  crude  oil  pose 
substantial  risks  to  the  national  security 
of  the  United  States.  Additional  growth  in 
the  need  to  import  will  result  in  further 
dependence  on  eastern  hemisphere  sources 
from  which  oil  must  move  over  long  and 
vulnerable  sea  lanes.  Moreover,  it  will  de¬ 
pend  predominantly  on  nations  which  have 
demonstrated  the  will  and  ability  to  employ 
their  oil  resources  for  political  purposes.  Fur¬ 
ther,  the  rapid  growth  In  U.S.  oil  Imports 
since  1970  has  had,  and  will  continue  to  have 
if  it  persists,  a  major  role  in  creating  and 
maintaining  the  conditions  which  led  to  the 
oil  price  rises  of  1973  and  1974,  and  impaired 
the  ability  of  our  NATO  allies  to  obtain  their 
minimal  oil  needs  In  periods  of  supply  dls- 
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ruptlon.  Future  growth  will  exacerbate  those 
conditions.  Increasing  dependence  on  Im¬ 
ported  oil  Is  Inimical  to  the  interests  of  the 
United  States  and  should  be  subject  to  such 
controls  as  may  be  needed  to  insure  that  oil 
imports  are  properly  balanced  against  our 
essential  needs  and  reflect  our  development  of 
additional  energy  resources. 

Attached  for  your  information  are  esti¬ 
mates  of  military  petroleum  requirements. 

Abthur  I.  Mzndolia, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Defence, 
{Installations  &  Logistics). 

MmiTART  PETaOLEXTM  REQUniEMENTS 

Estimated  consumption,  U.S.  forces,  FY 
1978 — 568,000  barrels  per  day.^ 

Estimated  consumption  in  general  war — 
1,800,000  barrels  per  day. 

In  addition  to  pmely  military  require¬ 
ments  there  is  a  substantial  additional  need 
for  direct  and  indirect  use  of  petroleum  by 
defense-related  private  industry.  No  data  is 
available  on  the  amount  of  petroleum  in¬ 
volved,  but  broad  estimates  of  total  energy 
consumption  by  defense  industry  indicate 
that  from  1.6  to  3.0  percent  of  total  national 
energy  consumption  is  currently  required. 
That  percentage  would  Increase  substantially 
in  a  protracted  general  war,  probably  largely 
due  to  conversion  of  industry  to  war  produc¬ 
tion,  without  necessarily  reflecting  sharply 
increased  energy  requirements  on  a  btu  basis. 

Depaktment  of  the  Interior 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
Washington,  D.C.,  January  8, 1975. 

Hon.  David  B.  Macdonald,  Assistant  Secretary, 
Enforcement,  Operations  and  Tariff  Af¬ 
fairs,  Department  of  the  Treasury,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C, 

Dear  Mr.  Macdonald;  In  response  to  your 
memorandum  of  January  4,  1976,  relating  to 
the  request  for  investigation  on  petroleum 
imports  under  Section  232  of  the  Trade  Ex¬ 
pansion  Act,  we  have  enclosed  some  observa¬ 
tions  concerning  the  effects  on  the  national 
security  of  imports  of  petroleum  and  petro¬ 
leum  products. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Jack  W.  Carlson, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

The  Effects  on  National  Security  on 

Imports  of  Petroleum  and  Petroleum 

Products 

Imports  of  crude  oil  in  the  flrst  nine 
months  of  1974  averaged  3.3  million  barrels 
per  day,  and  imports  of  petroleum  products 
and  unflnished  oils  in  petroleum  averaged 
2.6  million  barrels  per  day.  Total  imports  as 
a  percent  of  supply  accounted  for  36  percent 
and  demand  for  petroleum  products  in  the 
same  period  averaged  nearly  16.6  million  bar¬ 
rels  per  day.  In  the  flrst  nine  months  of  1974, 
residual  fuel  oil  accounted  for  60.2  percent 
of  our  product  imp<»ts  and  61.3  percent  of 
domestic  residual  fuel  oil  demand;  distillate 
fuel  oil,  9.3  percent  of  imports,  and  8.6  per¬ 
cent  of  demand.  Imports  of  gasoline  consti¬ 
tuted  8.4  percent  of  products,  but  only  3.4 
percent  of  domestic  demand;  Jet  fuel,  6.3  per¬ 
cent  of  imports  and  16.7  percent  of  demand. 
Imports  of  liquefled  gases  and  ethane  com¬ 
prised  4.6  percent  of  products  and  9  percent 
of  demand.  Other  products,  which  include 
naphthas,  kerosine,  lubricants,  waxes,  as¬ 
phalt,  etc.,  aggregated  11.2  percent  of  product 
imports  and  13.7  percent  of  domestic  demand. 

If  crude  oil  imports  were  cut  off,  reflnlng 
operations  in  the  U.S.  would  have  to  be  cur- 


^  Currently  approximately  35%  of  con¬ 
sumption  is  obtained  from  foreign  sources. 
No  slgniflcant  changes  in  consumption  are 
projected  through  FY  1976. 


taUed  sharply.  Based  on  average  reflnery 
yields  (August  1974) .  domestic  reflneries  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  8.8  million  barrels  a  day  of 
crude  oil  imported,  nearly  1.6  million  barrels 
a  day  of  gasoline,  nearly  700  thousand  barrels 
a  day  of  distillate  fuel  oil,  and  274  thousand 
barrels  a  day  of  residual  fuel  oil. 

Viewed  narrowly,  namely  in  terms  of  the 
probable  needs  of  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  under  present  conditions  m:  in  a  major 
nuclear  war,  it  would  iq>pear  that  petroleum 
importations  at  current  levels  would  not 
Jeopardize  national  defense  per  se.  However, 
a  cutoff  of  foreign  supplies  of  crude  petro¬ 
leum  and/or  petroleum  products  would  have 
a  serious  impact  on  the  national  economy, 
such  as  was  demonstrated  in  the  1973-74 
Arab  Oil  Embargo.  Broadly  viewed,  a  disrup¬ 
tion  of  imports  could  have  serious  implica¬ 
tions  for  the  national  security,  as  well,  in 
that  a  strong  and  healthy  economy  is  gener¬ 
ally  considered  essential  to  our  overall  ability 
to  maintain  o\ur  free  democratic  institutions. 

Still  another  consideration  is  the  adverse 
impact  petroleiun  products  Imports  have  on 
expansion  of  domestic  reflnery  capacity.  We 
cannot  now  meet  our  normal  domestic  needs 
from  the  full  output  of  existing  reflnery 
capacity.  An  increase  in  imports  of  products 
would  be  harmful  to  national  security  be¬ 
cause  increasing  dependence  on  such  soxuces 
would  not  only  make  the  United  States  more 
vulnerable  to  disruptions  in  supply  flows,  but 
also  Inhibit  domestic  reflnery  expansion. 

Even  without  a  further  embargo,  large  im¬ 
ports  pose  an  economic  threat.  The  accom¬ 
panying  chart  includes  a  1974  estimated 
value  of  products  and  crude  oil  imports 
totaling  $23.5  billion.  Furthermore,  in  view 
of  recent  OPEC  announcements,  expenditures 
for  petroleum  imports  could  be  even  greater 
in  1975,  and  subsequent  years.  Therefore,  this 
capital  drain  could  have  serious  repercussions 
on  the  UB.  economy,  and  endanger  the  na¬ 
tional  secmrlty  thereby.  Moreover,  large  capi¬ 
tal  exports  to  nations  not  necess^lly  friendly 
to  the  objectives  of  the  United  States  in¬ 
creases  the  potential  for  harm  to  ourselves 
or  to  our  allies,  and  thus  Increases  the  threat 
to  our  security. 

The  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.,  January  10,  1975. 
Memorandum  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
-  ury 

Subject:  Section  232  Investigation  of  Petro¬ 
leum  Imports 

This  is  in  response  to  your  memorandum 
of  January  4,  1975,  concerning  the  investiga¬ 
tion  of  oil  imports  being  initiated  under  Sec¬ 
tion  232  of  the  Trade  Expansion  Act  of  1962, 
as  amended.  Specifically,  your  memorandum 
forwarded  the  request  of  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  Macdonald  for  (a)  any  infor¬ 
mation  this  Department  has  bearing  on  the 
effects  on  the  national  seciulty  of  imports  of 
petroleum  and  petroleum  products,  and  (b) 
advice  as  to  whether  petroleum  and  petro¬ 
leum  products  are  being  Imported  into  the 
United  States  in  such  quantities  or  under 
such  circumstances  as  to  threaten  to  Jmpair 
the  national  security. 

Based  on  prior  analyses  and  a  brief  review 
during  the  past  flve  days,  it  is  my  c^inion 
that  there  is  no  question  that  imports  of 
petroleum  at  current  volumes  and  circum¬ 
stances,  including  the  current  level  of  OPEC 
prices,  threaten  to  impair  the  national  se¬ 
curity.  Under  these  circumstances,  we  recog¬ 
nize  the  threat  posed  by  oil  imports  to  the 
ability  of  the  United  States  to  produce  goods 
and  services  essential  for  ensuring  our  na¬ 
tional  security  preparedness.  We  recognize  the 
additional  threat  posed  by  the  possibility  of 
an  extended  embargo  of  oil  imports.  Section 
232  of  the  Trade  Expansion  Act,  the  basis 
for  the  present  investigation,  in  fact  requires 
that  recognition  be  given  to  "the  close  re¬ 


lation  of  the  economic  welfare  of  the  Nation 
to  our  natUmal  security.” 

As  you  know,  the  quota  system  of  the  Man¬ 
datory  Oil  Imp<Ht  Program,  based  on  na¬ 
tional  security  findings,  was  in  effect  from 
1959  to  early  1973.  Its  objective  was  to  re¬ 
strict  Imports  of  petroleum  and  petroleum 
products  to  12.2  percent  of  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  in  Districts  I-IV  (the  Eastern  80 
percent  of  the  continental  UJ8.)  and  to  no 
more  than  the  difference  between  demand 
and  domestic  supply  in  District  V  (the  West 
Co€et).  At  that  time,  foreign  mi  was  priced 
well  below  domestic  oil  and  restrictions  pn 
imports  were  Judged  necessary  to  preserve  a 
viable  domestic  crude  oil  producing  industry. 
However,  in  recent  yecurs  domestic  consump¬ 
tion  has  Increased  much  faster  than  produc¬ 
tion,  and  it  has  not  been  feasible  to  main¬ 
tain  the  old  fcHmula.  In  early  1973,  import 
quotas  were  replaced  by  the  license  fee  pro¬ 
gram,  and  Imports  of  crude  petroleum  and 
products  by  the  end  of  1974  recu:hed  a  flgure 
which  amounted  to  slightly  more  than  35  per¬ 
cent  of  consumption.  I  am  enclosing  a  pub¬ 
lication  from  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  In 
which  import  quantities  for  1973  and  11 
months  of  1974  are  given. 

The  experience  of  the  Arab  oil  embargo  last 
year,  even  though  it  halted  only  about  one- 
half  of  our  oil  imports,  conflrms  the  risk  of 
disruption  to  the  economy  which  is  implicit 
in  dependence  on  imports  of  oil  to  this  de¬ 
gree.  The  oil  embargo  is  believed  to  have  pro¬ 
duced  a  reduction  in  U.S.  GNP  by  some  $10 
to  $20  billion.  All  sectors  of  the  economy 
were  adversely  affected,  with  the  consumer 
durables  sector  and  housing  construction 
most  heavily  hit.  Further,  it  is  estimated  that 
a  substantial  part  of  the  inflationary  rise  of 
prices  during  1974,  particularly  In  the  flrst 
half,  is  attributable  to  the  direct  and  in¬ 
direct  effects  of  the  rise  in  overall  energy  costs 
which  followed  the  rapid  escalation  of  costs 
for  Arab  oil.  In  view  of  this  record  of  in¬ 
jury  caused  by  loss  of  foreign  oil  supply  and 
our  continuing  vulnerability  to  future  injury 
of  even  greater  impact,  it  is  my  opinion  that 
imports  at  current  and  projected  levels  do 
constitute  a  threat  to  impair  the  national 
security. 

In  summary,  I  perceive  the  threat  as  being 
based  on  two  factors:  the  possibility  of  an 
extended  embargo  and  the  inflationary  im¬ 
pact  of  higher  prices  and  volumes.  We  cer¬ 
tainly  want  to  ensure,  should  a  positive  flnd- 
ing  be  determined,  that  any  recommended 
course  of  action  would  address  these  factors. 
If  I  can  be  of  any  further  assistance  in  your 
deliberations,  please  let  me  know. 

Frederick  B.  Dent, 
Secretary  of  Commerce. 

Department  of  Labor. 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  January  9, 1975. 
Memorandum  to  David  B.  Macdonald,  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  (Enforcement,  Operations, 

.  and  Tariff  Affairs) 

SUBJECT:  Section  232  Investigation  on  Pe¬ 
troleum  Imports 

BEFEBENCES:  Memorandum,  Jaiiuary  4. 
1975,  above  subject  from  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  William  E.  Simon. 

Memorandum,  January  6,  1975,  above  sub¬ 
ject,  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
David  B.  Macdonald. 

The  Department  of  Labor  currently  has 
no  information  available  directly  relating  to 
whether  petroleum  or  petroleum  products 
are  being  Imported  into  the  United  States 
in  such  quantities  or  under  such  circum¬ 
stances  as  to  threaten  to  impair  the  national 
security. 

Data  usually  provided  by  the  Department 
of  Labor  for  Section  232  investigations  could 
not  be  collected  and  made  available  within 
the  time  required  by  Mr.  Simon’s  memoran¬ 
dum  of  January  4.  If  you  wish  us  to  proceed 
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with  the  fully  detailed  Department  of  Labor 
portion  of  a  Section  232  investigation,  we 
would  be  pleased  to  consult  with  you  on  the 
matter. 

As  noted  In  the  memorandum  of  January 
4,  some  work  has  been  done  In  the  Depart¬ 
ment  concerning  the  current  effects  of  Im¬ 
ports  of  petroleum  and  petroleum  products, 
albeit  not  In  relationship  directly  to  national 
security.  This  work  includes; 

1.  The  Secretary  of  Labor's  Report  on  the 
Impact  of  Energy  Shortages  on  Manpower 
Needs,  dated  March  1974.  This  report,  re¬ 
quired  under  Section  506  of  the  Comprehen¬ 
sive  Emplo3rment  and  Training  Act  of  1973, 
deals  with  the  impact  of  energy  shortages 
on  current  and  future  enqiloyment.  A  copy 
is  enclosed. 

2.  Labor  Report,  a  part  of  the  Project  In¬ 
dependence  Blueprint  Task  Force  Report, 
dated  November  1974.  This  report  Is  avail¬ 
able  from  the  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion. 

3.  "The  Effects  of  Oil  Resource  Allocation”, 
an  unpublished  study  recently  completed  by 
Professor  Yoram  Barael  of  the  Unlvwslty  of 
Washington  under  contract  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor.  The  study  Is  currently  being 
reviewed  within  the  Department.  If  it  ap¬ 
pears  that  this  study  contains  material  rele¬ 
vant  to  the  effect  of  petroleum  and  petroleum 
products  imports  on  national  security  we  will 
advise  you. 

Joel  Segall, 

Deputy  Under  Secretary, 
International  Affairs. 

The  Chairman  of  the 
Council  of  Economic  Advisers, 

January  8,  1975. 

Hon.  David  B.  Macdonald,  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  (Enforcement,  Operations,  and  Tariff 
Affairs),  Department  of  the  Treasury, 
Washington,  D.C, 

Dear  Mr.  Macdonald;  Petroleum  and  petro¬ 
leum  products  are  being  Imported  into  the 
United  States  in  such  quantities  and  under 
such  circumstances  as  to  threaten  to  Impair 
the  national  security. 

The  quantity  of  Imports  of  petroleum  and 
petroleum  products  Is  so  large  that  these  im¬ 
ports  are  essential  to  the  continued  function¬ 
ing  of  our  economy  at  acceptable  levels  of 
employment  and  output.  Unless  appropriate 
action  Is  taken,  petroleum  and  petroleum 
product  Imports  would  continue  at  current  or 
higher  levels,  leaving  the  economy  open  to 
serious  damage  If  those  imports  were  Inter¬ 
rupted. 

The  circumstances  under  which  petroleum 
and  petroleum  products  are  being  imported 
into  the  United  States  lead  to  a  threat  to 
national  security.  Foreign  governments  may 
interrupt  the  flow  of  petroleum  and  petro¬ 
leum  product  Imports  to  the  United  States 
to  achieve  economic  or  political  ends.  Oil- 
exporting  nations  whose  exports  are  now  es¬ 
sential  to  the  continued  security  of  the 
United  States  have  agreed  to  act  Jointly  in 
matters  of  oil  exports.  Ckillectlve  action  by 
some  petroleum  exporters  reduced  UJ3.  petro¬ 
leum  Imports  during  1973-1974  with  serious 
damage  to  the  economy  and  security  of  the 
United  States.  A  threat  to  our  national  se¬ 
curity  will  exist  until  the  United  States  can 
absorb  the  effects  of  an  embargo  without 
damage  to  Its  vital  economic  and  military 
Interests. 

The  United  States  can  absorb  the  effects 
of  an  embargo  without  serious  damage  only 
If  Imports  from  those  countries  which  act 
Jointly  on  petroleum  matters  are  not  es¬ 
sential  to  the  United  States.  These  imports 
would  not  be  essential  if  the  economy  of  the 
United  States  required  only  as  much  pe¬ 
troleum  and  petroleum  products,  or  their' 


substitutes,  as  could  be  produced  within  our 
borders  or  imported  from  nations  which  did 
not  belong  to  the  group  which  acted  Jointly 
on  petroleum  matters.  Consequently,  actions 
which  cause  the  economy  to  adjust  to  the 
consumption  of  less  energy  In  the  form  of 
petroleum  and  petroleum  products,  and/or 
which  cause  more  petroleum  products  to  be 
supplied  by  domestic  sources,  would  lead  to 
greater  national  security. 

Alternatively,  Imports  from  those  nations 
which  act  Jointly  on  petroleum  matters 
would  not  threaten  the  security  of  the 
United  States  if  alternative  sources  of  pe¬ 
troleum  and  petroleum  products  supply  could 
easily  and  readily  replace  interrupted  Im¬ 
ports.  At  present  such  supplies  do  not  exist, 
and  consequently  there  is  a  threat  to  the 
national  security  of  the  United  States. 

In  summary,  petroleum  and  petroleum 
products  are  now  being  imported  in  quan¬ 
tities  such  that  serious  damage  to  national 
security  would  result  from  Interruption  of 
these  imports.  The  circumstances  under 
which  petroleum  and  petroleum  products 
are  being  Imported  makes  those  imports  in¬ 
secure.  Consequently,  petroleum  and  petro¬ 
leum  product  imports  threaten  the  national 
security. 

Sincerely, 

Alan  Greenspan, 

Chairman,  Council  of  Economic  Advisers. 

Federal  Energy  Administration, 

Washington,  D.C.,  January  11,  1975. 
David  R.  Macdonald,  Assistant  Secretary,  En¬ 
forcement,  Operations,  and  Tariff  Affairs, 
V.S.  Department  of  the  Treasury,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C, 

Dear  Mr.  Macdonald:  This  Is  In  re^ionse 
to  your  memorandum  of  January  4,  1975, 
concerning  Treasury  Department  Section  232 
Investigation  on  Petroleum  Imports. 

The  Project  Independence  Report  pro¬ 
jected  continued  U£.  reliance  on  impmted 
oil  through  1980,  given  projected  U.S.  do¬ 
mestic  supply/demand  responses  to  world 
oil  prices  of  $4-611  per  barrel. 

It  is  our  Judgment  that,  whatever  its 
source,  imported  oil  is  inherently  less  secure 
than  domestic  oil.  Oil  Inqiort  shortfalls 
Jeopardize  the  national  security  of  the  U.S. 
and  other  oil  dependent  nations  because  they 
Impose  severe  economic  costs.  For  that  rea¬ 
son,  the  costs  of  offsetting  that  insecurity 
ought  to  be  reflected  explicitly  in  the  do¬ 
mestic  price  of  imported  oil. 

The  future  supply  security  of  U.S.  imports 
was  a  major  focal  point  in  the  Project  Inde¬ 
pendence  Report.  The  International  Assess¬ 
ment  of  that  report  assessed  UJS.  vulner¬ 
ability  to  foreign  political  and  economic  co¬ 
ercion  resulting  from  disruptions  in  the 
supply  of  imported  crude.  It  should  be  noted, 
moreover,  that  a  signiflcant  disruption  in 
imports  of  certain  finished  products,  such  as 
residual  fuel  oil,  could  have  major  economic 
security  implications  for  the  country.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  approximately  80  percent  of  residual 
fuel  oil  consiuned  in  the  U.S.  is  imported  and 
most  of  it  is  consumed  on  the  East  Coast 
for  the  production  of  electricity  and  for  in¬ 
dustrial  use.  At  the  present  time,  very  few 
of  these  users  have  the  capability  of  con¬ 
verting  to  other  fuels  in  the  event  of  a 
temporary  supply  disruption  lasting  several 
months  or  longer. 

The  report  evaluates  a  number  of  alter¬ 
natives  for  offsetting  the  costs  of  oil  import 
interruptions.  The  criteria  for  evaluating 
these  options  included  their  relative  contri¬ 
bution  to  U.S.  energy  import  supply  security, 
their  costs,  and  their  impact  on  world  oil 
prices.  The  most  prominent  options  are:  1) 
Regulation  of  energy  consumption  during  an 
oil  Import  shortfall;  2)  Alternative  domestic 
emergency  energy  supplies;  3)  International 


oil  sharing.  Each  of  these  Is  discussed  In 
greater  detail  below. 

1.  Regulation  of  energy  consumption.— 

As  was  demonstrated  during  the  1973-74  em¬ 
bargo,  government  regulation  of  domestic 
fuel  supplies  can  diminish  the  economic  im¬ 
pact  of  an  oil  Import  embargo.  FEA  has  esti¬ 
mated  that  an  oil  shortfall  approximately 
1  miHlon  barrels/day  can  be  managed  by 
fuel  allocatloa  programs,  without  Imposing 
prohibitive  costs  on  the  economy.  In  the 
short-term,  1976-76,  this  option  is  likely  to 
remain  effective.  In  the  longer  term,  more 
efficient  energy  utilization  will  diminish  the 
extent  to  which  oil  Import  shortfalls  can  be 
managed  exclusively  by  relying  on  minimal 
cost  fuel  allocation  programs. 

2.  Alternative  emergency  energy  supplies. — 

In  the  short-term,  1976-76,  emergency  energy 
supply  availability  is  limited  to  current  in¬ 
ventories,  domestic  and  International  stocks, 
and  any  available  production  capacity  of  ex¬ 
porting  states  not  participating  in  the 
embargo. 

In  the  longer  term,  strategic  petroleum  re¬ 
serves  could  be  developed.  For  example,  our 
assessment  of  current  oil  import  security  in¬ 
dicates  the  desirability  of  1  billion  barrels  of 
crude  oil,  stored  in  U.S.  salt-dome  caverns  as 
they  become  available.  The  amount  could  be 
adjusted  as  the  threat  assessment  changes. 
Such  a  stockpile  could  offset  a  3  MM  barrel/ 
day  import  cut  for  nearly  one  year.  Given 
domestic  conservation,  programs  and  alter¬ 
nate  supply  sources,  howevw,  the  stockpile 
would  most  likely  last  longer  than  one  year. 

It  will  take  several  years  to  build  strategic 
reserves  to  the  desired  level.  In  the  meantime, 
the  U.S.  must  consider  ways  to  dampen  the 
rate  of  Increase  in  oil  Imports.  We  feel  that, 
even  at  current  world  oil  prices,  the  cost 
of  using  imported  oil,  l.e.,  the  expected  eco¬ 
nomic  loss  caused  by  an  import  shortfall, 
and/or  the  costs  of  emergency  supply  pro¬ 
grams  to  diminish  that  loss,  is  currently  not 
internalized  by  the  U.S.  economy.  To  this 
end,  FEA  feels  a  “security  fee”  cm  imported 
oil  would  be  effective.  This  fee  ($1  to  $3  per 
barrel)  could  be  used  in  part  to  finance  the 
strategic  reserve  programs,  and  to  encourage 
development  of  domestic  energy  resources. 

3.  International  energy  agreements. — Given 
the  inability  to  create  effective  emergency 
supplies  in  the  short  run,  it  is  important 
that  the  U.3.  actively  support  and  partici¬ 
pate  In  International  security  agreements 
such  as  the  International  Energy  Program 
(lEP),  or  a  producer-consumer  conference, 
with  the  objective  of  establishing  future 
world  oil  prices  acceptable  to  the  UB.,  the 
other  importers,  and  the  OPEC  countries;  and 
to  decrease  the  likelihood  of  politically  or 
economically  motivated  supply  disruptions. 

The  lEP  particularly  Is  an  important  com¬ 
ponent  of  the  U.S.  energy  supply  security 
program.  It  would  coordinate  the  responses 
of  most  major  oil  Importing  nations  to  in¬ 
ternational  supply  disruptions,  provide  guide¬ 
lines  for  conservation  and  st<^kpile  release 
programs,  and  avoid  competition  for  avail¬ 
able  supplies,  and  thus  limit  the  oil  price 
increases  likely  to  result  from  an  oil  shortage. 

The  lEP  deters  the  inqiositlon  of  oil  ex¬ 
port  embargoes  because  it  diminishes  the 
ability  of  oil  exporters  to  target  oil  shortfalls 
on  particular  oil  importers,  or  greatly  in¬ 
creases  the  cost  of  doing  so.  For  example, 
under  an  lEP,  a  U.S.  in^iort  shortfall  of  3  MM 
B/D  would  require  a  much  larger  export  cut¬ 
off,  and  increase  the  political  and  economic 
costs  exporters  would  incur  in  imposing  an 
embargo. 

These  measures  do  not  exhaust  the  options 
available  to  the  U.S.  Government.  They  seem 
to  us,  however,  to  be  among  the  most  effec¬ 
tive  programs  which  the  U.S.  can  implement 
at  this  time,  given  the  character  of  the  inter¬ 
national  energy  market.  As  such,  these  op¬ 
tions  offer  attractive  prospects  for  mlnlmlz- 
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Ing  the  threat  to  our  national  security  re¬ 
sulting  Crora  our  need  to  continue  to  rely 
on  Incited  olL 

We  have  enclosed  a  copy  of  the  Inter- 
naU(»ial  Assessment  chapter  from  the 
Project  Independence  Report  together 
with  a  copy  of  the  PIMS  “U.S.-OPEC 
Petroleum  Report.”  which  provides  OPEC 
export  volume  and  pricing  data  for  1973 


January _ 8,907 

February. _ _ _  0, 168 

March _ ^950 

April _ .8,962 

May . ••  8,903 

June . 8,777 

July . 8,893 

Aug^ . 8,918 

8-month  average _ 8,932 


UJB.  IMPOSTS  or  CSTTBS  OIL  AND  PETBOUETTM 
FS0DXK:T8  BT  SODBCK,  JANUAST  THSOnOH 
OCTOBEB  1974,  IN  THOUSANDS  BBl  FES  DAT 


Country:  Total 

Algeria  - - 220 

Kuwait _ 2 

Qatar _ 16 

Saudi  Arabia _  382 

United  Arab  Emirates _  82 


Major  Arab  OPEC  countries.—.  716 


Ecuador  _  71 

Indonesia _ _  _ _ _ _  296 

Iran _ _ j _ 542 

Nigeria  - _ — _ — .  670 


by  individual  member  countries.  Hie 
1974  report  has  not  yet  been  compiled. 

We  trust  that  this  information  will  be 
helpful  In  the  conduct  of  your  investiga¬ 
tion. 

Sincerely, 

Frank  G.  Zarb, 

Administrator, 

Federal  Energy  Administration. 


2,382 

2,073 

6,455 

17,270 

2,248 

2,973 

6,271 

17,371 

2,462 

2,758 

5,215 

18,045 

8,207 

2,703 

5,970 

15,019 

8,748 

2,454 

6,202 

15,824 

3,057 

2,218 

8,175 

18,450 

4. 107 

2, 143 

6,310 

16,156 

8,906 

2,283 

3,190 

16,832 

8,287 

2,563 

3.830 

-  16,397 

Country — Continued 

Venezuela _ _ _ _ _ _  1, 131 

Gabon _ _ _ _ _  33 


Major  OPEC  countries _ —  3,469 


Canada  _ —  1,015 

Netherland  Antilles _  494 

Angola  _ _ - _ _  60 

Italy . . ■  100 

Netherlands  -----  52 

Mexico  _ _ —  10 

Bahamas _ _ _ — _  213 

Trinidad _  272 

Others _ 178 

Grand  total _ 6,843 


Source:  Federal  Energy  Administration 
frmn  Census  Bureau  PT-135  Repca-t. 
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VJS.  CSUDE  on.  DAILT  ATSSAOXS  W  1,000  BH. 
PEE  DAT  fBCMmCZlOOT 


Date:  9nantity» 

106* _ 7,814 

1965  _ 7,804 

1966  _ 8,295 

1967  _ 8,810 

1968  . 9,096 

1069  _ 9,238 

1970  _ 9,637 

1971  _ 9,462 

1972  _ 9.441 

1973  . 9,187 

4  weeks  ending  Dee.  13 _ *8.661 


*  API  Annual  Stattstlcal  Bevlew  (Bu 
Mines)  September  1974,  p.  IS. 

*  FEA  PetiT^um  Sitimtlon  Beport  Dec.  13, 
1974. 

[FR  Doc.75-2868  PUed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 

DtPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
DEFENSE  SCIENCE  BOARD 
Advisory  Committee  Meeting 

The  Defense  Science  Board  will  meet 
in  closed  session  in  the  Pentagon,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  27-28  February  1975  to  re¬ 
view  the  various  tasks  undertaken  during 
the  last  four  months  to  present  them  to 
the  Director  of  Defense  Research  and 
Engineering  for  further  action.  The  Feb¬ 
ruary  27  session  will  commence  at  9  a.m. 
and  the  February  28  session  at  8:30  am. 

The  mission  of  the  Defense  Science 
Board  is  to  advise  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  and  the  Director  of  Defense  Re¬ 
search  and  Engineering  on  overall  re¬ 
search  and  engineering  and  to  provide 
long-range  guidance  in  these  areas  to  the 
D^jartment  of  Defense. 

In  accordance  with  Pub.  L.  92-463, 
section  10,  paragraph  (d),  it  has  been 
determined  that  Defense  lienee  Board 
meetings  cemeem  matters  listed  in  sec¬ 
tion  552(b)  of  Title  5  of  the  United 
States  code,  particularly  subparagraph 
(1)  thereof,  and  that  the  public  Interest 
requires  such  meetings  to  be  closed  inso¬ 
far  as  the  requirements  of  subsections 
(a)  (1)  and  (a)  (3)  of  section  10,  Pub.  L. 
92-463  are  concerned. 

Maurice  W.  Rochk. 
Director,  Corresjwndence  and 
Directives,  OASD  (Comp¬ 
troller). 

January  27,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-2760  FUed  1-29-75:8:45  am] 


DEFENSE  SCIENCE  BOARD  TASK  FORCE 
ON  IDENTIFICATION  FRIEND,  FOE  OR 
NEUTRAL 

Advisory  Committee  Meeting 
The  Defense  Science  Board  Task 
Force  on  Identification  Friend,  Foe  or 
Neutral  will  meet  in  closed  session  on 
March  10, 1975,  at  the  Pentagon,  Arling¬ 
ton,  Virginia. 

The  mission  of  the  Defense  Science 
Board  Is  to  advise  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  and  the  Director  of  Defense 
Research  and  Engineering  on  overall 
research  and  engineering  and  to  pro- 


THE  CRUX  OF  U.S.  PROBLEM 

BECOVERABU  U.S.  RESERVES  PRESENT  US.  CONSaMPTION 


PETROLEUM  NATURAL  GAS 

2  7.1% 
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Annex  C. — Crude  petrcUutn  and  petroleum  product*  > 

(1974  DaU  in  1,000  bbl/day] 

Month  Domeetle  Grade  Product  Total  Domestic 

production  Imports  imports  Imports  demand 


Imparts  as  percent  of  demand— 35.6  percent. 

I.ATK8r  DATA  * 

4  weeks  (ending  Dee.  13)  _ _  8,601  4,047 

3,860 

r.407 

18.742 

Imports  as  percent  of  demand— 39.5  percent. 

>  FEA,  Monthly  Energy  Review— October  1074. 

>  FEA,  Petroleum  Situation  Report— Dec.  13, 1974. 

Annex  D 
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vide  long  range  guidance  in  these  areas 
to  the  Department  of  Defense. 

The  Task  Force  will  provide  an  analy¬ 
sis  of  technology  and  systems  applicable 
to  the  identification  function  and  indi¬ 
cate  promising  solutions  to  the  problem 
area  for  possible  implementation  within 
the  Department  of  Defense. 

In  according  with  Pub.  L.  92-463,  sec¬ 
tion  10,  Paragraph  (d),  it  has  been 
determined  that  Defense  Science  Board 
meetings  concern  matters  listed  in  sec¬ 
tion  552(b)  of  Title  5  of  the  United 
States  Code,  particularly  paragraph  (1) 
thereof,  and  that  the  public  interest  re¬ 
quires  such  meetings  to  be  closed  inso¬ 
far  as  the  requirements  of  subsections 
(a)  (1)  and  (a)(3)  of  section  10,  Pub.  L. 
92-463  are  concerned. 

Maurice  W.  Rochje, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives,  OASD  (Comp¬ 
troller)  . 

January  24,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-276i  FUed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 

DEFENSE  SCIENCE  BOARD  TASK  FORCE 
ON  "TRAINING  TECHNOLOGY” 

Advisory  Committee  Meeting 

A  Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force 
on  “Training  Technology”  will  meet  in 
closed  session  on  18-19  February  1975  at 
the  Institute  for  Defense  Analyses,  Ar¬ 
lington,  Virginia. 

The  mission  of  the  Defense  Science 
Board  is  to  advise  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  and  the  Director  of  Defense  Re¬ 
search  and  Engineering  on  overall  re¬ 
search  and  engineering  and  to  provide 
long  range  guidance  in  these  areas  to 
the  Department  of  Defense. 

The  Task  Force  will  provide  an  eval¬ 
uation  of  the  current  effectiveness  of 
DoD  programs  and  management  in  the 
R&D  area  of  Training  Technology  to 
serve  as  the  basis  for  DoD  policy  deci¬ 
sions  to  reduce  costs  and  increase  effec¬ 
tiveness  and  efiBciency  of  DoD  Training. 

In  accordance  with  Pub.  L.  92-463, 
section  10,  paragraph  (d),  it  has  been 
determined  that  Defense  Science  Board 
meetings  concern  matters  listed  in  sec¬ 
tion  552(b)  of  Title  5  of  the  United  States 
Code,  particularly  subparagraph  (1) 
thereof,  and  that  the  public  interest 
requires  such  meetings  to  be  closed  inso¬ 
far  as  the  requirements  of  subsections 


(a)  (1)  and  (a)  (3)  of  section  10,  Pub.  L. 
92-463  are  concerned. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives,  OASD  (Comp¬ 
troller)  . 

January  27, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-2803  Filed  1-29-76:8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
CHEVRON  OIL  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

..  January  24, 1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185), 
the  Chevron  Oil  Company  has  applied 
for  a  cathodic  protection  unit  right-of- 
way  upon  the  following  lands: 

Boise  Meridian,  Idaho 
T.  3  S.,  R.  7  K, 

Sec.  27,Sy2SWV4. 

The  proposed  cathodic  protection  unit 
will  serve  the  petroleum  products  pipe¬ 
line  granted  under  Right-of-Way  Idaho 
0602. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  send  their  name  and 
address  to  the  District  Manager,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  230  Collins  Road, 
Boise,  Idaho  83702. 

Vincent  S.  Strobel, 

Chief, 

Branch  of  L&M  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.76-2741  FUed  1-29-75:8:46  am] 


[ORV-1326-01-C] 

WASHINGTON 

Off-Road  Vehicle  Area  Designation  and 

Closure  of  Lands  to  Motorized  Vehicles 

January  24,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  further¬ 
ance  of  the  purpose  of  Executive  Order 
11644  (37  FR  2877,  February  9, 1972)  re¬ 
lating  to  the  use  of  off -road  vehicles  on 
public  lands  and  by  authority  of  regula¬ 
tions  under  43  CFR  Part  6290  implement¬ 
ing  Executive  Order  11644,  the  following 
described  lands  under  administration  of 


the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  are 
designated  as  closed  to  off^road  motor¬ 
ized  vehicles  and  motorized  vehicle  use 
excepting  emergency,  law  enforcement, 
and  Federal  or  other  government  vehi¬ 
cles  while  being  used  for  official  or  emer¬ 
gency  purposes. 

The  area  affected  by  this  designation 
and  closure  notice  is  located  approxi¬ 
mately  six  airmiles  south  of  Friday  Har¬ 
bor  on  the  southeast  tip  of  San  Juan  Is¬ 
land,  Washington,  and  is  known  as  Cattle 
Point.  The  area  is  more  specifically  de¬ 
scribed  as: 

Willamette  Meridian 

T.  34  N.,  R.  2  W., 

Sec.  8,  Lot  7. 

The  described  area  aggregates  apf»roxi- 
mately  33  acres  In  San  Juan  County. 

The  use  of  national  resource  lands  at 
Cattle  Point  by  motorized  vehicles  is 
damaging  unstaWe  sand  dunes  and  frag¬ 
ile  vegetative  resources.  It  is  concluded 
that  closure  of  the  area  is  necessary  to 
prevent  further  destruction  of  soils  and 
vegetation  and  permit  the  stabilization, 
recovery,  and  natural  regeneration  of 
those  resources.  The  area  was  previously 
closed  to  off-road  vehicle  use  by  notice 
of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Spokane,  Washington,  District  Manager 
dated  June  7, 1974. 

This  notice  and  land  closure  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  January  30, 1975. 

Common  points  of  vehicular  access  to 
the  area  will  be  posted.  Maps  of  the  closed 
area  are  available  at  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Room  551,  U.S.  Courthouse, 
Spokane,.  Washington  and  the  San  Juan 
County  Commissioner’s  office,  Friday 
Harbor,  Washington. 

E.  J.  E*eterson, 
Acting  State  Director. 

(FR  Doc.75-2740  Filed  1-29-75:8:45  am] 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
COLORADO  DIVISION  OF  WILDLIFE 

Endangered  Species  Permit;  Receipt  of 
Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed  to 
have  been  received  under  section  10  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-205) . 

Applicant: 

Colorado  Division  of  Wildlife 
6060  Broadway 
Denver,  Colorado  80216 
Mr.  Jack  R.  Orleb,  Director 
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The  Colorado  Division  of  Wildlife  Is 
a  state  agency  charged  with  respon¬ 
sibility  of  protecting,  preserving, 
enhancing  and  sianaglng  wildlife  for 
public  benefit. 


Jack  R.  Grlcb,  Director  825-1192 
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Scientific  Collecting  Permit  Issued 
by  Colorado  Division  of  Wildlife 
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CERTIFICATION 

I HEMSY  CrSTIFr  TNST I  HAVE  SCAO  AHS  M  FAAH.IAS  MTH  YME  RrCUlATIONt  CONTAIKtD  M  TITLE  X.  EAltT  I).  OF  THE  CODE  OF  FCOFRAL 
SECULAIIONt  AND  THE  OTIim  AVn.lCAW.t  FAS fMH  iUIHTIAPItn  II  OF  rHAPSCSIOF  TIH-C  JO.  ANDIFUPIHCR  CERTIFY  THAT  THE  IHFOR. 

snioH  wiMi  ICS  M  Tim  api-lica  nun  ros  a  lht  nu  iikmt  n  cuhple  ie  and  accurate  to  the  best  op  at  knowledge  and  belief. 

I  UNDERSTAND  THAT  AMT  FALSE  StATEAlHI  HINI'IN  aAT  SUBJECT  aE  TO  1ME  CRMHIAL  PEHALIKS  OF  N  U.S.C  INI. 


January  3.  1975 


Crleb 


Applicatioie  Foa  Permit  to  Contimuc  Rx- 
SEARCH  ON  Endangered  Species 

AMERICAN  AND  ARCTIC  PEREGRINE  FALCON 

As  required  by  the  Endangered  Species  Act 
of  1973.  the  State  of  Colorado  is  making  ap¬ 
plication  to  continue  the  research  program  on 
peregrine  falcons.  We  are  making  application 
to  engage  in  the  following  activities: 

1.  Continue  banding  program.  Currently, 
authorization  by  the  Banding  Laboratory  in¬ 
cludes  permission  to  band  peregrine  falcons. 
At  this  time  we  would  like  to  have  this  au¬ 
thorization  extended.  Current  knowledge  of 
mortality  factors,  and  chronology  and  extent 
of  movement  Is  practically  nonexistent  con¬ 
cerning  the  Rocky  Moimtain  population.  Pri¬ 
marily  fledgling  peregrines  will  be  banded. 

2.  Color  marking  ag$tem.  We  are  requesting 
clearance  to  use  colored  leg  markers,  similar, 
to  those  developed  by  Dr.  Scott  Ward.  The 
color  scheme  and  coding  will  have  to  be  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  PUdi  and  Wildlife  Service.  The 
markers  wlU  be  placed  on  fledglings  only. 

3.  Radio  tagging.  This  technique  will  be 
used  to  track  movements  of  locally  produced 
iRloonR.  Bllgrant  Arctlo  peregrines  will  also 
be  radio  tagged  and  followed  as  they  move 


through  the  state.  Hopefully,  this  will  enable 
us  to  determine  whether  or  not  those  pere¬ 
grines  present  In  Colorado  during  migration 
are  truly  migrant.  In^rtant  habitats  utilized 
and  the  length  of  time  they  are  present  In 
the  state. 

4.  Collection  of  infertile  eggg  and  shell  frag¬ 
ments.  An  Intensive  nesting  survey  supported 
by  Pittman-Robertson  fvmds  Is  now  enter¬ 
ing  Its  fourth  year.  In  order  for  the  project 
to  proceed  to  completion,  it  will  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  continue  to  visit  nest  sites  to  deter¬ 
mine  productivity,  band  young,  collect  addled 
eggs  and  shell  fragments  and  record  prey 
Items.  Infertile  eggs  will  be  analyzed  for 
pesticide  residue  and  shell  fragments  will  be 
measured  for  thinning.  Anal3rsls  of  egg  con¬ 
tents  appears  to  be  the  least  disruptive  tech¬ 
nique  to  monitor  the  pesticide  load  carried 
by  wild  peregrines. 

5.  Rehabilitation  and  salvage.  Over  the  past 
three  years,  we  have  picked  up  one  dead  and 
two  injured  peregrines.  The  Injured  pere¬ 
grines  were  held  and  treated  for  broken  wings. 
This  Indicates  the  need  for  authorization  to 
bold  and  rehabilitate  injured  peregrines  as 
well  as  collect  carcasses  to  determine  cause 
of  mortality. 


6.  "Double  Clutching"  to  augment  produc¬ 
tivity.  In  ttie  very  near  future,  probably  the 
spring  of  1975,  we  want  to  attempt  to  'double 
clutch*  eereral  arfld  peregrine  eyries  which 
have  had  a  history  of  failure.  An  eggs  in  the 
clutch  would  be  removed  wlUiln  7  to  10  days 
of  completion  of  the  clutch  and  artificially  in¬ 
cubated.  It  has  been  found  thckt  the  adult 
falcons  will  then  recycle  and  lay  a  second 
clutch.  Upon  hatching,  the  ar^clally  reared 
young  would  be  placed  in  the*  wild,  either  In 
the  original  nest  If  it  has  failed,  or  other 
eyries. 

7.  Placement  of  Captively  Produced  Young 
or  Eggs  in  Wild  Nests.  One  and  possibly  two 
lu-eedlng  projects  In  Colorado  will  be  pro¬ 
ducing  eggs  or  young  peregrines  of  the 
anatum  sub^ecles.  Fermlsslon  Is  requested  to 
place  eggs  and/or  young  In  wild  peregrine 
eyries  to  augment  natural  production. 

Mr.  Gerald  R.  Craig,  Raptor  ^leclallst  for 
the  Division  and  Dr.  James  H.  End^eon  of 
Colorado  CkHlege  will  be  the  prime  pEirtles 
operating  under  the  authority  of  this  permit. 

Due  to  the  apiNoach  of  the  nesting  season, 
it  Is  urgent  that  the  Division  receive  a  Judg¬ 
ment  on  this  request  at  the  earliest  possible 
date. 

For  additional  Information  and  project 
details  please  see  Pittman-Robertson  Project 
Document  W-124-R  and  Colorado’s  En¬ 
dangered  Animals  Cooperative  Agreement 
Application. 

Documents  and  other  information  sub¬ 
mitted  in  connection  with  this  applica¬ 
tion  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600, 1612  K  Street, 
NW,  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (PWS/LE), 
Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post  Office  Box 
19183.  Washington.  D.C.  20036.  All  rele¬ 
vant  cOTimMits  received  within  30  days 
of  tile  date  of  pulffication  will  be  con¬ 
sidered. 

Dated;  January  23, 1975. 

C.  R.  Bavzx, 

Chief,  Division  of  Law  Enforce- 
merit,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
.Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-2640  PUed  l-29-75;8;45  am] 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
(Docket  No.  M  74-163] 

FAlirjIEW  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard  '■ 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  inovisioDs  of  section  301 
(c)  of , the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  section  861 
(c)  (1970),  Fairview  Coal  Company  has 
filed  an  amended  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  75.1405  to  its  Fair- 
view  No.  5  Mine,  Punxsutawney,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

30  CFR  75.1405  provides: 

All  haulage  eipilpment  acquired  by  an  op¬ 
erator  of  a  coal  mine  on  or  after  March  30, 
1971,  shall  be  equipped  with  automatic  cou- 


^  The  original  petition  bearing  docket  num¬ 
ber  M  74-163  was  published  on  July  17,  1974, 
in  39  FR  26182. 
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piers  which  couple  by  Impact  and  imcouple 
without  the  necessity  of  persons  going  be¬ 
tween  the  ends  of  such  equipment.  All  haul¬ 
age  equipment  without  automatic  couplers 
In  use  In  a  mine  on  March  30,  1970,  shall 
also  be  so  equipped  within  4  years  after 
March  30,  1070. 

Petitioner’s  amendment  provides  addi¬ 
tional  detail  to  its  original  alternate 
method. 

Approval  of  this  alternate  system  as  a 
satisfactory  replacement  of  the  standard 
which  otherwise  would  become  effective 
In  mandating  automatic  couplers  on 
mine  cars  at  this  mine  is  subject  to  the 
following  understandings  and  conditions 
which  are  incorporated  as  parts  of  the 
alternate  system; 

A.  All  cars  in  use  at  the  subject  mine 
for  transporting  coal  and  supplies  will 
remain  coupled  together  at  all  times 
until  the  car  trip  is  brought  to  a  complete 
stop.  If  it  becomes  necessary  in  the  coal 
loading  or  dumping  operation  to  couple 
or  uncouple  the  cars  it  shall  be  performed 
in  the  following  manner: 

(1)  The  locomotive  and  th^car  trip 
shall  be  brought  to  a  complete* top,  and 

(2)  Only  the  motorman  (the  locomo¬ 
tive  operator)  Shall  couple  or  uncouple 
the  mine  cars,  and 

(3)  The  motorman  shall  not  position 
himself  between  the  cars  but  shall  lean 
over  the  small  cars  to  align  a  link  or  to 
drop  a  pin  in  place. 

All  coupling  and  uncoupling  of  mine 
cars  at  petitioner’s  mine  shall  be  per¬ 
formed  in  the  foregoing  manner. 

Safety  Considerations.  The  alternate 
method  set  forth  above  will  provide  no 
less  than  the  same  measure  of  protection 
to  miners  at  the  Pairview  Coal  Company 
No.  5  Mine  than  that  sought  to  be  af¬ 
forded  by  section  314(f)  of  the  Act  and 
Interior  Department  Regulations  30  CPR 
75.1405  and  75.1405-1.  Under  the  circum¬ 
stances  at  this  mine  it  will  actually  pro¬ 
vide  greater  protection  and  thus  avoid 
the  diminution  of  safety  that  would  re¬ 
sult  if  automatic  couplers  were  used.  ’This 
is  because: 

1.  Automatic  couplers  lack  the  flexibil¬ 
ity  of  permitting  mine  cars  to  negotiate 
some  of  the  rail  curves  in  this  mine.  If 
this  were  attempted  the  result  would  be 
derailments  with  possible  roof  falls  and 
other  sources  of  injury  to  mine  p>erson- 
nel.  The  radii  of  these  rail  curves  can¬ 
not  be  enlarged  without  removing  some 
of  the  coal  from  the  adjacent  coal  pillars. 
Such  removal  would  reduce  the  protec¬ 
tion  from  roof  falls,  a  most  serious  and 
over-riding  cause  of  concern  in  under- 
groimd  coal  mines. 

2.  Any  modification  of  the  present 
mine  cars  with  automatic  couplers  would 
have  to  be  accomplished  by  affixing 
coupler  units  to  the  bumpers  of  the 
present  cars.  The  point  where  such 
couplers  are  affixed  to  the  present  chas¬ 
sis  would  be  subject  to  severe  strain  and 
stress  that  would  be  much  more  likely  to 
cause  coupling  misalignment  and  failure 
than  in  the  case  of  the  pin-link  arrange¬ 
ment  or  in  the  case  of  new  car  units 


where  the  automatic  coupler  has  been 
designed  as  part  of  the  car  chassis.  The 
prospect  of  derailments  and  runaway 
cars,  with  the  attendant  dangers  to  em¬ 
ployees,  is  less  likely  if  pin  and  link 
couplings  were  used. 

3.  The  type  of  min®  car,  particularly 
imder  the  haulage  layout  at  this  mine, 
requires  a  much  more  flexible  coupler 
arrangement  than  is  possible  with  the 
relatively  rigid  automatic  couplers,  pos¬ 
ing  the  danger  of  derailments  and  run¬ 
away  cars.  The  coupling  arrangement 
proposed  in  the  alternate  system  involv¬ 
ing  the  flexible  pin  and  link  coupling, 
with  safeguards,  provides  a  much  safer 
operation. 

4.  ’The  type  of  mine  car,  particularly 
imder  the  haulage  layout  at  this  mine, 
requires  a  much  more  flexible  coupler 
Arrangement  than  is  possible  with  the 
relatively  rigid  automatic  couplers,  pos¬ 
ing  the  danger  of  derailments  and  run¬ 
away  cars.  The  coupling  arrangement 
proposed  in  the  alternate  system  involv¬ 
ing  the  flexible  pin  and  link  coupling, 
with  safeguards,  provides  a  much  safer 
operation. 

5.  No  imminent  danger  is  presently  in¬ 
volved.  Petitioner  proposes  his  alternate 
method  in  the  sincere  conviction  that  it 
provides  a  safer  method  than  the  use  of 
automatic  couplers. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  March  3, 
1975.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
January  23, 1975. 

JFR  Doc.75-2739  FUed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


National  Park  Service 

CAPE  COD  NATIONAL  SEASHORE 
ADVISORY  COMMISSION 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Public  Law  92-463  that  a  meeting  of 
the  Cape  Cod  National  Seashore  Ad¬ 
visory  Commission  will  be  held  on  Fri¬ 
day,  February  14,  1975,  at  1:30  p.m.,  at 
the  Headquarters  Building,  Cape  Cod 
National  Seashore,  Marconi  Station 
Area,  South  Wellfieet,  Massachusetts, 

The  Commission  was  established  by 
Pub,  L.  87-126  to  meet  and  consult  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  general 
policies  and  specific  matters  relating  to 
the  development  of  Cape  Cod  National 
Seashore. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  con¬ 
sider  the  following  Agenda  items:  (1) 
Proposed  oversand  vehicle  regulations 
for  1975,  and  (2)  Consideration  of  plans 
for  Eastham  beaches  and  parking  areas. 


The  Superintendent  will  give  a  progress 
report  covering  current  problems  and 
items  of  interest,  which  will  be  reviewed 
and  discussed. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  It 
is  expected  that  15  persons  will  be  able 
to  attend  the  session  in  addition  to 
Commission  members.  Interested  per¬ 
sons  may  make  oral/written  presenta¬ 
tions  to  the  Commission  or  file  written 
statements.  Such  requests  should  be 
made  to  the  official  listed  below  at  least 
seven  days  prior  to  the  meeting. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Lawrence 
C.  Hadley,  Superintendent,  Cape  Cod 
National  Seashore,  South  Wellfieet, 
Massachusetts  02663  (telephone:  617- 
349-3785).  Minutes  of  the  meeting  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  and 
copying  four  weeks  after  the  meeting  at 
Office  of  the  Superintendent,  Cape  Cod 
National  Seashore,  South  Wellfieet, 
Massachusetts. 

Dated:  January  7, 1975. 

David  A.  Richie, 
Acting  Regional  Director 
North  Atlantic  Region. 

(PR  Doc.75-2924  Plied  1-29-75; 8: 45  am] 


[Order  4] 

CASTILLO  DE  SAN  MARCOS  NATIONAL 
MONUMENT,  FLA. 

Delegation  of  Authority;  Administrative 
Officer 

Delegation  of  authority  regarding  exe¬ 
cution  of  contracts  for  supplies,  equip¬ 
ment  or  services. 

1.  Administrative  officer.  The  Admin¬ 
istrative  Officer  may  issue  purchase 
orders  not  in  excess  of  $2,000  for  sup¬ 
plies,  equiiHnent,  or  services  in  conform¬ 
ity  with  applicable  regulations  and  stat¬ 
utory  authority  and  subject  to  avail¬ 
ability  of  appropriated  funds.  This 
authority  may  be  exercised  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Officer  on  behalf  of  any 
office  or  area  administered  by  Castillo  de 
San  Marcos  National  Monument. 

2.  Revocation.  'This  order  supersedes 
Order  No.  3  issued  May  16,  1972  (37  FR 
14820). 

(National  Park  Service  Order  No.  77  (  38  FR 
*7478),  as  amended;  Southeast  Region  Order 
No.  5  (37  PR  7721),  as  amended) 

Dated:  October  8,  1974. 

George  F.  Schesventer, 

Superintendent. 

[PR  Doc.75-2727  Piled  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


[Order  No.  2] 

THEODORE  ROOSEVELT  NATIONAL 
MEMORIAL  PARK,  N.  DAK. 

Delegation  of  Authority;  Administrative 
Officer,  et  al. 

Section  1.  Administrative  Officer.  The 
Administrative  Officer  may  Issue  pur¬ 
chase  orders  not  in  excess  of  $2,000  for 
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supplies  or  equipment  In  conformity 
with  applicable  regulations  and  statu¬ 
tory  authority  and  subject  to  availability 
of  appropriated  funds. 

SBC.  2.  Maintenance  Foreman  (North 
Unit)  and  Management  Assistant  (Fort 
Union  Trading  Post  Nationcd  Historic 
Site) .  The  Maintenance  Foreman  (North 
Unit)  and  Management  Assistant  (Fort 
Uni(m  Trading  Post  National  Historic 
Site)  may  issue  purchase  orders  not  in 
excess  of  $100.00  for  supplies  or  equip¬ 
ment  in  conformity  with  applicable 
regulations  and  statutory  authority  and 
subject  to  availability  of  appropriated 
funds. 

Sec.  3.  Revocation.  This  order  super¬ 
sedes  Order  No.  1  dated  April  1,  1963 
and  published  in  28  FR  4680  on  May  9, 
1963. 

(National  Park  Service  Order  No.  77,  (38  PR 
7478)  as  amended;  Rocky  Mountain  R^ional 
Order  No.  1  (39  FR  12369) ) 


Dated:  September  27,  1974. 

John  O.  Lancaster, 
Superintendent,  Theodor  e 
Roosevelt  National  Memorial 
Park. 

(FR  Doc.76-2682  Filed  l-29-7S;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Farmers  Home  Administration 
(Notice  of  Deeignatlon  A130] 
MINNESOTA 

Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has 
found  that  a  general  need  for  agricul¬ 
tural  credit  exists  in  34  coimties  in  Min¬ 
nesota  as  a  result  of  damages  and  losses 
caused  by  various  natural  disasters.  Ihe 
following  chart  lists  the  counties,  the 
natural  disasters,  and  the  dates  on  which 
the  natural  disasters  occurred. 


Minne$ota~197^S4  OmrUk$ 


County  Excessive  rainfall  Flood  Drought  Frost  and/or  Other 

Irecxe 


Aitkin...-..:.;..  June  1  to  July  10..  Apr.  27  to  30. 

Anoka..... . 

Beltrami . Apr.  10  to  June  10 . . . 

Benton _ 

Blue  Earth _ May  28 . . . . 

Carver . .-. . . . . . 

Chippewa...... . . 


Dakota... . . . 

Dodge....... . ..-.-.7.-.vr..':.'. 

FUbnore . . . ..i: _ 

Kandiyohi . Jidy  & _ _ 

Lac  qul  Parle . . :.r-.r...-:.r... 

Le  Sueur......  Jiuie  3, 18,  and  20 _ 


Lyon _ June  10  to  Aug.  10. 

Mille  Lacs.... . . 

Mower _ _  May  3  to  June  10.. 

Olmsted _ _ _ _ _ 

Otter  Tall . 

Pine . . . . . 

Polk . Apr.  10  to  June  6.. 

Pope....:.:.:;  May  1  to  May  3L. 

Rice - - - - 

Scott....... _ _ _ ..... — 

Sibley _ ..; _ 

Steams...... . . . . . 

Steele..:::::™  May  10  to  May  81. 
Stevens _ _  May  8  to  May  17.. 

Swift..:..:..::  June  1  to  Aug.  31. 
Todd... _ _  Apr.  15  to  June  1. 

Wadena..: . May  1  to  May  31 . 

Wright...:::. . 

Yrdlow 

Medicine. . . 


July  11  to  Sept.  1..  Sept.  3 . 

. . .  Sept  2  and  3. 


. Sept.  1, 2,  and  3 _ 

June  10  to  Oct.  25.  Sept.  8  and  22 _ Hall,  May  28. 

. Sept.  2  and  22 . 

June  10  to  Aug.  8 . do . 

. . - . do . . 

June  15  to  Aug.  15.  Aug.  31  and  Sept. 

2. 

. Sept.  2, 22,  and  23. 

. . . .  Sept.  2  and  22 _ 

- - - Sept.  1, 2,  and  3... 

Apr.  1  to  Sept.  30.  Sept.  2  and  22 . Hail,  wind, 

,  July  28. 

.  June  10  to  Aug.  10 . do . Hail,  June  18. 

- - - - -  Sept.  3 _ Hail,  June  8  and 

18;  hail,  wind, 
June  20;  severe 
hail,  Aug.  1. 


. A . Sept.  2  and  22 _ _ 

. Sept.  1,2,  and  8... 

. . Sept.  2  and  22 . 

. do . 

- Sept.  1, 2,  and  22.. 

. Sept.  1, 3,  and  22.. 

- June  15  to  July  31 . Cool,  wet,  Aug. 

1  to  Aug.  31. 

.....  June  10  tosJuly  14.  Sept.  2  and  22 _ : 

June  15  to  Aug.  15.  Aug.  31  and  Sept  2. 

- jtdy  1  to  Aug*  Sl’rrsVpt  s'an'd  ffi’.'rill 

— - do — . .  Sept.  1, 3,  and  22..  Cold,  Aug.  1  to 

Aug.  31. 

. June  16  to  Ang.  15.  Aug.  31  and  Sept  2. 

.....  June  11  to  July  11.  Sept.  3 . Cool,  May  1  to 

May  31. 

.  Sept.  3  and  22 . 

. June  17  to  July  25..  Aug.  31,  Sept.  1,  Cool,  spring  hail, 

,  and  2.  June  17. 

. June  26  to  July  20.  Aug.  30,  Sept.  1,  Hail,  July  13  and 

2,  and  22.  Aug.  24. 

. June  20  to  Aug.  1..  Sept.  2  and  22 . 


June  10  to  Aug.  8 _ do. 


Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  these  areas  as  eligible  for  Emer¬ 
gency  loans,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  De¬ 
velopment  Act,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
93-237,  and  the  provisicms  of  7  CFR 
1832.3(b)  including  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  of  <3ovemor  Wendell  R.  Anderson 
that  such  designation  be  made. 

Applications  for  Emergency  loans 
must  be  received  by  this  Department  no 
later  than  March  21,  1975,  for  ^ysical 
losses  and  October  21,  1975,  for  produc¬ 
tion  losses,  except  that  qualified  bor¬ 
rowers  who  receive  initial  loans  pur¬ 


suant  to  this  designation  may  be  eligible 
for  subsequent  loans.  The  urgency  of  the 
need  for  loans  in  the  designated  areas 
makes  it  impracticable  and  contrary  to 
the  public  interest  to  give  advance  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  and  Invite  pub¬ 
lic  participation. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  24th 
day  of  January  1975. 

Frank  B.  Elliott, 

Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.75-2846  FUed  l-a9-75;8:45  am] 
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[Notice  of  Designation  Number  A128]^ 

TEXAS 

Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  found  that  a  general  need  for  agricultural  credit 
exists  in  the  folloiRung  Texas  Counties  as  a  result  of  the  natural  disasters  shown: 

Texat—lO  CourUie$ 


Comity 


Drought 


Excessive  rainfall 


Hailstorms 


Below  normal 
temperatures 


Windstorms 


Andrews . 

..  Auf!.  1, 1973  to 

Aug.  15  to  Nov.  6, . 

Aur.  14, 1974. 

1974. 

Crosby . 

..  Oct.  1, 1973  to 

June  1  to  Nov.  15, 

Mav  31. 1974. 

1974. 

Dickens . 

...  Aur.  'SI.  1973  to 

June  3  1974,  Sept. 

Sept.  1, 1974. 

1  to  Nov.  1, 

1974. 

Oaines . . 

...  Sept.  1, 1973  to 

Aug.  23  to  Nov.  . 

Aug.  22.  1974. 

10,  1974. 

...  Oct.  i,  1973  to 

Sept.  15,  1974. 

Hall . 

...  Jan.  1  to  Sept.  15, 

May  20,  21,  22,  23, 

1974. 

24,  1974. 

Hockley _ 

...  Oct.  1, 1973to  • 

Aug.  1  to  Oct. 

July  31, 1974. 

31, 1974. 

Lubbock.... 

...  Aug.  1,  1973  to 

Aug.  21  to  Oct. 

.\ug.  20, 1971. 

31, 1974* 

Midland.... 

...  Aug.  1,  197310 

Sept.  15  to  Oct.  31, 

Sept.  14,  1974. 

1974. 

Yoakum.... 

...  Aug.  1, 1973  to 

Sept.  1  to  Nov.  8, 

July  25,  1974.1 

1974. 

June  1,  2,  3. 1974, 
July  3, 1974.4 
June  3, 1974 . 

Sept,  i  to  Oct.  31 
1974. 

June  11, 1974, 

Oct.  21,  1974. 

,  Oct.  30, 1974 . 

.  Sept.  1  to  Oct.  31, 
1974. 

.  Sept.  1  to  Nov.  8, 
1974. 

June  21,22,  23, 
1971. 


*  Also  sandstorms. 

*  Also  wind. 


Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  these  areas  as  eligible  for  Emer¬ 
gency  loans,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  De¬ 
velopment  Act,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
93-237,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CFR 
1832.3(b)  including  the  recommendation 
of  Gtovemor  Dolph  Briscoe  that  such 
designation  be  made. 


impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  advance  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  and  invite  public 
participation. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  23rd 
day  of  January  1975. 

Frank  B.  Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-2532  Filed  i-29-75;8:45  am] 


Soil  Conservation  Service 

TYGARTS  VALLEY  SOIL  CONSERVATION 
DISTRICT,  W.  VA. 

Equipment  Grant  Eligibility  Determination 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-2201  appearing  on  page 
3793  in  the  issue  for  Friday,  January  24, 
1975,  the  third  and  fourth  lines  of  the 


second  paragraph  now  reading  “prop¬ 
erty  sources,  and  may  be  made  on  or  be¬ 
fore  February  24,  1975”,  should  read 
“property  sources,  and  may  be  made 
after  February  24,  1975.” 


INDIAN  CREEK  WATERSHED  PROJECT, 
MICH. 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 


Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  (EIS)  for 
the  Indian  Creek  Watershed  Project, 
Lapeer,  Sanilac,  and  Tuscola  Counties, 
Michigan,  USDA-SCS-EIS-WS-(ADM)- 
74-29  (F)  MI. 

The  EIS  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection,  fiood  prevention  and  im¬ 
proved  drainage.  The  planned  works  of 
improvement  provide  for  conservation 
land  treatment:  7.7  miles  of  multiple 
purpose  channel  work  consisting  of  4.9 
miles  of  cleaning  and  snagging  of  exist¬ 
ing  channel  and  2.8  miles  of  channel 
deepening  and  widening  of  existing  chan¬ 
nels;  one  rock  drop  grade  stabili^tion 
structure;  and  one  sediment  basin. 

The  final  EIS  has  been  filed  with  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality. 

A  limited  supply  is  available  at  the 


following  location  to  fill  single  copy 
requests:  - 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  1405  South 
Harrison  Road,  East  Lansing,  Michigan 
48823. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

William  B.  Davey, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

January  23,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.76-2737  Filed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


TWENTY-FIVE  MILE  STREAM 
WATERSHED  PROJECT,  ME. 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  Part  1500  of  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38  FR 
20550,  August  1,  1973) ;  and  Part  650  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guidelines 
(39  FR  19650,  June  3,  1974) ;  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  for  the 
Tw'enty-five  Mile  Stream  Watershed 
Project,  Waldo  Coimty,  Maine,  USDA- 
SCS-EIS-WS-(ADM)  -75-l-(D)  -ME. 

The  environmental  impact  statement 
concerns  a  plan  for  watershed  protection 
and  fiood  prevention.  The  planned  works 
of  improvement  include  conservation 
land  treatment,  supplemented  by  two 
water  control  structures  and  channel 
work.  The  channel  work  will  involve  in¬ 
termittent  clearing  and  snagging  on  0.3 
miles  of  existing  channel  and  1.8  miles 
of  realignment  and  enlargement  con¬ 
struction  by  excavation  to  provide  im¬ 
proved  water  management.  The  2.1  miles 
of  work  proposed  will  involve  a  stream 
with  perennial  flow. 

A  limited  supply  of  copies  is  available 
at  the  following  location  to  fill  single 
copy  requests: 

SoU  Conservation  Service,  U.S.D.A.  Office 

Building,  Orono,  Maine  04473 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  have  been  sent  for  com¬ 
ment  to  various  federal,  state,  and  local 
agencies  as  outlined  in  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Guidelines.  Com¬ 
ments  are  also  inviteil  from  others  hav¬ 
ing  knowledge  of  or  special  expertise  on 
environmental  impacts. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
action  or  requests  for  additional  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  addressed  to  Richard 
L.  Duesterhaus,  State  Conservationist, 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S.D.A.  Office 
Building,  Orono,  Maine  04473. 

Comments  must  be  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  March  18,  1975,  in  order  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  preparation  of  the  final 
environmental  impact  statement. 


Applications  for  Emergency  loans  must 
be  received  by  this  Department  no  later 
than  March  21,  1975,  for  physical  losses 
and  October  21,  1975  for  production 
losses,  except  that  qualified  borrowers 
who  receive  initial  loans  pursuant  to  this 
designation  may  be  eligible  for  subse¬ 
quent  loans.  The  urgency  of  the  need  for 
loans  in  the  designated  areas  makes  it 


Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  Part  1500  of  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38  FR 
20550,  August  1,  1973) ;  and  Part  650  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guidelines 
(39  FR  19650,  June  3,  1974);  the  Soil 
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(Catiaog  ot  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services) 

William  B.  Davey, 

Deputy  Administrator  for 
Water  Resources,  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

January  23,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.76-2738  FUed  l-29-76;8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

BOWMAN  GRAY  SCHOOL  OF 
MEDICINE,  ET  AL 

Notice  of  Applications  for  Duty-Free  Entry 
of  Scientific  Articles 

The  following  are  notices  of  the 
receipt  of  applications  for  duty-free  en¬ 
try  of  sclKitiflc  articles  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  6(c)  of  the  Educational,  Scientific, 
and  Chiltural  Materials  Importation  Act 
of  1966  (Pub.  L.  89-651 ;  80  Stat.  897) .  In¬ 
terested  persons  may  present  their 
views  with  respect  to  the  question  of 
whether  an  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  for  which  the  article  is  intended 
to  be  used  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States.  Such  comments  must  be 
filed  in  triplicate  with  the  Director,  Spe¬ 
cial  Import  Programs  Division,  Office  of 
Import  Programs,  Washington,  D.C. 
20230,  on  or  before  February  19,  1975. 

Amended  regulations  issued  imder 
cited  Act,  as  published  in  the  Febru¬ 
ary  24,  1972  issue  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  prescribe  the  requirements  appli¬ 
cable  to  comments. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  on  file, 
and  may  be  examined  during  ordinary 
Commerce  Department  business  hours  at 
the  Special  Import  Programs  Division, 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C. 20230. 

Docket  Number:  75-00301-33-77030. 
Applicant:  Bowman  Gray  School  of  Med¬ 
icine,  300  S.  Hawthorne  Road,  Winston- 
Salem,  N.C.  27103.  Article:  CPS  Coherent 
NMR  Spectrometer.  Manufacturer:  Spin 
Lock  Electronics  Ltd.,  Canada.  Intended 
use  of  Article;  The  article  is  Intended  to 
be  used  to  detect  cancer  by  determining 
the  differences  in  proton  nuclear  mag¬ 
netic  spin  lattice  relaxation  time  between 
blood  of  normal  subjects  and  blood  of 
cancer  patients.  Application  Received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  January  3, 
1975. 

Docket  Number:  75-00302-33-90000. 
Applicant:  Charlotte  Memorial  Hospital 
and  Medical  Center,  1000  Blythe  Boule¬ 
vard,  P.O.  Box  2554,  Charlotte,  North 
Carolina  28234.  Article:  EMI  Scanner 
vdth  Magnetic  Tape  Storage  System. 
Manufacturer:  EMI  Limited,  United 
Kingdom.  Intended  use  of  Article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  for  com¬ 
puterized  axitd  tomography  of  the  brain 
for  diagnosis  and  cure  of  diseases  of  the 
brain.  The  article  will  also  be  used  for 
the  training  of  neuroradiologists  through 
study  of  patients  with  brain  diseases 
and  development  of  new  materials  and 


techniques  for  diagnosis  by  non-lnvasive 
methodology.  Application  Received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  January  3, 
1975. 

Docket  Number:  75-00303-33-^0000. 
Applicant:  Rockford  Memorial  Hospital 
Association,  2400  North  Rockton  Avenue, 
Rockford,  Illinois  61101.  Article:  EMI 
Scanner  with  Magnetic  Tape  Storage 
System.  Manufacturer:  EMI  Limited, 
United  Kingdom.  Intended  use  of  Article: 
The  article  is  Intended  to  be  used  in 
teaching  residents  and  medical  students 
by  providing  significantly  improved  diag¬ 
nostic  information  for  instruction  in  the 
areas  of- neurological,  nemnsurgical,  and 
neuroradiologlcal  medicine.  Application 
Received  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
January  3,  1975. 

Docket  Number:  75-00304-65-46040. 
Applicant:  Rensselaer  Polytechnic  In¬ 
stitute,  Materials  Engineering  Depart¬ 
ment,  'Troy,  New  York  12181.  Article: 
Electron  Microscope,  Model  JEM  lOOS. 
Manuafcturer:  JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan.  In¬ 
tended  use  of  Article:  The  article  is  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used  in  research  concerned 
with  the  investigation  of  the  austenite 
variables  of  composition,  defect  struc¬ 
ture,  stacking  fault  energy,  process  his¬ 
tory,  and  properties  as  coupled  phe^ 
nomena,  and  the  relationship  of  these 
variables  to  the  structure,  transforma¬ 
tion  kinetics,  and  properties  of  the  re¬ 
sultant  martensite.  Studies  will  be  car¬ 
ried  out  in  the  area  of  corrosion  fatigue 
of  aluminum  alloys  and  copper  alloys  re¬ 
quiring  extensive  transmission  electron 
microscopy  to  determine  changes  in  de¬ 
formation  substructures  which  accom¬ 
pany  corrosive  reactions.  It  is  also 
planned  to  study  phase  separation  in 
glasses  and  the  graphite  layer  structiure 
at  the  surface  of  high  performance 
graphite  fibers.  Application  Received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  January  6, 
1975. 

Docket  Number:  75-00305-65-46040. 
Applicant:  Rensselaer  Polytechnic  Insti¬ 
tute,  Materials  Engineering  Department, 
Troy,  New  York  12181.  Article:  Electron 
Microscope,  Model  JEM  lOOC.  Manufac¬ 
turer:  JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of 
Article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
in  research  concerned  with  the  investiga¬ 
tion  of  the  austenite  variables  of  com¬ 
position,  defect  structure,  stacking  fault 
energy,  process  history,  and  properties 
as  coupled  phenomena,  and  the  relation¬ 
ship  of  these  variables  to  the  structure, 
transformation  kinetics,  and  properties 
of  the  resultant  martensite.  Studies  will 
be  carried  out  in  the  area  of  corrosion 
fatigue  of  aluminum  alloys  and  copper 
alloys  requiring  extensive  transmission 
electron  microscopy  to  determine 
changes  in  deformation  substructures 
which  accompany  corrosive  reactions.  It 
is  also  planned  to  study  phase  separa¬ 
tion  in  glasses  and  the  graphite  layer 
structure  at  the  surface  of  high  per¬ 
formance  graphite  fibers.  Other  studies 
to  be  carried  out  include:  (1)  the  effects 
of  localized  strain  fields  on  the  mechan¬ 
ical  behavior  of  two  phase  alloys,  and  (2) 
grain  boundary  precipitation  studies. 


Application  Received  by  Commissioner  of 
Customs:  January  6,  1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

A.  H.  Stuart, 

Director, 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 
[PR  Doc.75-2743  PUed  l-29-75;8:45  am) 


UNIVERSITY  OF  MIAMI 

Notice  of  Decision  on  Application  for  Duty- 
Free  Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 

L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  issued  thereunder  as  amended  (37 
FR  3892  et  seq.). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  number:  75-00120-01-07500. 
Applicant:  University  of  Miami,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Pediatrics,  School  of  Medicine, 
P.O.  Box  520875,  Miami,  Fla.  33152.  Ar¬ 
ticle:  LKB  Batch  Microcalorimeter, 
Model  No.  10700-2.  Manufacturer:  LKB 
Produkter  AB,  Sweden,  intended  use  of 
article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be 
used  to  determine  the  heat  production  of 
respiring  mitochondria  under  different 
conditions.  Of  particular  interest  is  the 
comparison  of  heat  generation  of  the 
same  mitochondrial  suspension  after  ap¬ 
plication  of  different  substrates  and/or 
activators  acting  on  the  transport  across 
the  mitochondrial  membrane.  The  ar¬ 
ticle  will  also  be  used  to  train  graduate 
students  (medicine,  biochemistry)  and 
research  workers  in  the  field  of  chemis¬ 
try  of  thermoregulations  in  humans  and 
animals. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application  approved.  No  in- 
stnunent  or  apparatus  of  equivalent  sci¬ 
entific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States.  Reasons:  The  foreign  ar¬ 
ticle  provides  the  capabilities  for  oper¬ 
ation  in  a  differential  mode  and  a  sen¬ 
sitivity  of  one  microcalorie.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
(HEW)  advises  in  its  memorandum  dated 
December  17,  1974  that  the  capabilities 
described  above  are  pertinent  to  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s  intended  purposes.  HEW  fur¬ 
ther  advises  that  comparable  domestic 
instruments  do  not  operate  in  the 
differential  mode  and  do  not  have  equal 
sensitivity. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
Is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 
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(Catalog  ot  Federal  Domestic  Aaslstanoe  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

A.  H.  Stuart, 
Director, 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 
[FR  Doc.76-2742  Filed  1-29-75:8:45  am] 


UNIVERSITY  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  ET.  AL 

Notice  of  Consolidated  Decision  on  Appli¬ 
cations  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of  Scientific 
Articles 

The  following  is  a  consolidated  deci¬ 
sion  on  applications  for  duty-free  entry 
of  scientific  articles  pursuant  to  section 
6(c)  of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Pub.  L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and 
the  regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (37  PR  3892  et  seq.) . 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to 
each  of  the  applications  in  this  con¬ 
solidated  decision  is  available  for  public 
review  during  ordinary  business  hours 
of  the  Department  of  Commerce,  at  the 
Special  Import  Programs  Division,  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 

Decision;  Applications  denied.  Appli¬ 
cants  have  failed  to  establish  that  in¬ 
struments  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  articles, 
for  such  purposes  as  the  foreign  articles 
are  intended  to  be  used,  are  not  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

Reasons;  Subsection  701.8  of  the  reg¬ 
ulations  provides  in  pertinent  part ; 

The  applicant  shall  on  or  before  the  20th 
day  following  the  date  of  such  notice.  In¬ 
form  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  whether 
It  intends  to  resubmit  another  application 
for  the  same  article  for  the  same  Intended 
purposes  to  which  the  denied  application 
relates.  The  applicant  shaU  then  resubmit 
the  new  application  on  or  before  the  90th 
day  following  the  date  of  the  notice  of  denial 
without  prejudice  to  resubmission,  unless 
an  extension  of  time  is  granted  by  the  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  in  writing  prior  to  the 
expiration  of  the  90  day  period.  •  •  •  If  the 
applicant  fails,  within  the  applicable  time 
periods  specified  above,  to  either  (a)  inform 
the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  whether  it 
intends  to  resubmit  another  application  for 
the  same  article  to  which  the  denial  without 
prejudice  to  resubmission  relates,  or  (b)  re¬ 
submit  the  new  application,  the  prior  denial 
without  prejudice  to  resubmission  shall  have 
the  effect  of  a  final  decision  by  the  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  on  the  application  within 
the  context  of  §  701.11. 

The  meaning  of  §  701.11  is  that  should 
an  apphcant  either  fail  to  notify  the 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  its  in¬ 
tent  to  resubmit  another  application 
for  the  same  article  to  which  the  denial 
without  prejudice  relates  within  the  20 
day  period,  or  fails  to  resubmit  a  new 
application  within  the  90  day  period,  the 
prior  denial  without  prejudice  to  resub¬ 
mission  will  have  the  effect  of  a  final 
denial  of  the  application. 

None  of  the  applicants  to  which  this 
consolidated  decision  relates  has  satisfied 
the  requirements  set  forth  above,  there¬ 
fore,  the  prior  denials  without  prejudice 
have  the  effect  of  a  final  decision  denying 
their  respective  applications. 


Subsection  701.8  further  provides: 

*  *  *  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  shall 
transmit  a  siunmary  of  the  prior  denial 
without  prejudice  to  resubmission  to  the 
FiDESAL  Becistxs  for  publication,  to  the 
Commisioner  of  Customs,  and  to  the  appli¬ 
cant. 

Each  of  the  prior  denials  without  preju¬ 
dice  to  resubmission  to  which  this  con¬ 
solidated  decision  relates  was  based  on 
the  failure  of  the  respective  applicants 
to  submit  the  required  documentation, 
including  a  completely  executed  apphca- 
tion  form,  in  sufficient  detail  to  allow  the 
issue  of  “scientific  equivalency”  to  be  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary. 

Docket  Number:  73-00219-65-46070. 
Applicant:  University  of  Southern  Cali¬ 
fornia,  University  Park,  Los  Angeles, 
Cahfomia  9007.  Article:  Sea  Jiing  Elec¬ 
tron  Miscroscope,  Model  S4-10.  Date  of 
Denial  Without  Projudice  to  Resubmis¬ 
sion:  August  26,  1974. 

Docket  Number;  74-00446-33-46040. 
Applicant:  Temple  University.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Pathology,  3400  North  Broad 
Street,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19140.  Article: 
Electron  Microscope,  Model  HU-12A. 
Date  of  Denial  Without  Prejudice  to  Re¬ 
submission:  August  7,  1974. 

Docket  Number:  74-00463-15-42900. 
Applicant:  University  of  Minnesota, 
School  of  Physics  and  Astroncony,  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minnesota  55455.  Article:  Su¬ 
perconducting  Magnet.  Date  of  Denial 
Without  Prejudice  to  Resubmission:  Au¬ 
gust  20, 1974. 

Docket  Number:  74-00437-90-42600. 
Applicant:  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration,  Langley  Research 
Center  (MS  146),  Hampton,  Virginia 
23665.  Article:  Alphanumeric  Display 
Device  Made  from  a  Two-Color-Mono- 
lithic  Array  of  Light-Emitting  Diodes. 
Date  of  Denial  Without  Prejudice  to  Re¬ 
submission;  July  2, 1974. 

Docket  Number:  74-00503-33-46040. 
Applicant:  New  York  State  Veterinary 
College,  Anatomy  Department,  MRW 
Building,  Room  412B,  Ithaca,  N.Y.  14850. 
Article:  Electron  Microscope,  Model  EM 
201.  Date  of  Denial  Without  Prejudice  to 
Resubmission:  September  17,  1974. 

Docket  Number:  74-00505-33-46040. 
Applicant:  New  York  State  Vetwinary 
College,  Microbiology  Department,  MRW 
Building,  Room  503B,  Ithaca,  New  York 
14850.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  EM  201.  Date  of  Denial  Without 
Prejudice  to  Resubmission:  Septem¬ 
ber  17. 1974. 

Docket  Number:  75-00049-65-46070. 
Applicant;  Washington  University,  Lin- 
dell  and  Skinker,  St.  Louis,  Missouri 
63130.  Article:  Scanning  Electron  Micro¬ 
scope,  Model  HHS-2R.  Date  of  Denial 
Without  Prejudice  to  Resubmission;  Sep¬ 
tember  6, 1974. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

A.  H.  Stuart, 
Director. 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 
[PR  DOC.75-2744  Filed  1-29-75:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Food  and  Drug  Administration 

PANEL  OF  REVIEW  OF  INTERNAL 
ANALGESICS 

Cancellation  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  of  October  6, 1972  (Pub.  L.  92- 
463,  86  Stat.  770-776;  5  U.S.C.  App.  I), 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  an¬ 
nounced  in  a  notice  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  December  31,  1974  (39 
FR  45309),  public  advisory  committee 
meetings  and  other  required  information 
in  accordance  with  provisions  set  forth 
in  section  10(a)  (1)  and  (2)  of  the  act. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  Panel  of  Review  of  Internal 
Analgesics  scheduled  for  February  5,  6, 
and  7, 1975,  has  been  canceled. 

Dated:  January  27,  1975. 

Sam  D,  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.75-2910  Filed  1-28-75;  1 :22  pm] 

PSYCHOPHARMACOLOGICAL  AGENTS 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Subcommittee  Meeting  Time  Change 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  of  October  6, 1972  (Pub.  L.  92- 
463,  86  Stat.  770-776;  5  U.S.C.  App.  I), 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  an¬ 
nounced  in  a  notice  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  January  15,  1975  (40 
FR  2734) ,  public  advisory  committee 
meetings  and  other  required  information 
in  accordance  with  provisions  set  forth 
in  section  10(a)  (1)  and  (2)  of  the  act. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  time 
of  the  meeting  of  the  Pediatric  Sub¬ 
committee  of  Psychopharmacological 
Agents  Advisory  Committee  scheduled 
for  February  10  has  been  changed  to  be¬ 
gin  at  8:30  a.m.  instead  of  10  a.m. 

Dated:  January  27,  1975. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 
[FR  Doc.75-2911  Filed  1-28-75;  1:22  pm] 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

INSTITUTE  FOR  SOCIAL  RESEARCH, 
UNIVERSITY  OF  MICHIGAN 

Contract  Award 

Pursuant  to  section  606  of  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Opportimity  Act  of  1964,  as 
amended,  42  USC  2946,  this  agency  an¬ 
nounces  the  award  of  the  following  con¬ 
tract  funded  luider  section  232  of  the 
Act: 

HEW-08-74-25  to  University  of  Michigan, 
Institute  for  Social  Research,  Ann  Arbor, 
Michigan  48106,  for  a  research  project  en¬ 
titled,  “Michigan  Longitudinal  Study.”  In 
this  project,  a  national  probability  sample  of 
about  6,750  families  is  Interviewed  once  a 
year  with  emphasis  on  economic  variables 
such  as  work  hours  and  earnings,  total 
Income  and  expenditures  of  various  kinds  to 
determine  the  reasons  for  changes  in  fam- 
Uy  income,  and  income  relative  to  needs, 
especially  among  those  near  or  below  the 
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poverty  level.  Action  has  been  taken  to  ex¬ 
tend  this  research  for  an  additional  year 
(modification  number  13  to  the  contract),  at 
a  cost  at  $525,000.  Completion  date  of  this 
extension  is  October  81,  1975. 

Dated:  January  27, 1975. 

William  A.  Morrill, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Planning  and  Evaluation. 

[FR  Doc.75-2780  Piled  l-29-75;8:45  am) 


LONGITUDINAL  MANPOWER  STUDY 
AND  DATA  PREPARATION 

Notice  of  Program  Results 

Pursuant  to  section  606  of  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Opportunity  Act  of  1964,  as 
amended,  42  USC  2946,  this  agency  an¬ 
nounces  the  results,  findings,  data,  or 
recommendations  reported  as  a  result 
of  the  activities  associated  with  HEW 
project  entitled  “Longitudinal  Man¬ 
power  Study  and  Data  Preparation.” 

The  final  report  and  addendum  com¬ 
plete  the  preparation  for  analysis  of  the 
data  collected  under  the  OEO/DOL  Lon¬ 
gitudinal  Manpower  Study.  The  final 
products  of  this  project  were  a  computer 
tape  and  a  technical  description  of  that 
tape. 

The  contractor  corrected,  within  the 
scope  of  his  responsibilities,  errors  in 
3,853  out  of  approximately  10,000  cases. 
In  addition,  lists  of  cases  with  errors  be¬ 
yond  the  scope  of  work  were  provided. 
Additional  processing  in  HEW  and  the 
production  of  complete  documentation 
are  necessary  before  release  of  the  tapes 
can  be  made  to  the  public. 

A  copy  of  this  report  will  be  filed  with 
the  National  Technical  Information 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Springfield,  Vir^nia  22151,  and  copies 
may  be  obtained  through  that  office. 

Dated:  January  27,  1975. 

William  A.  Morrill, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Planning  and  Evalmtion. 

[PR  Doc.75-2781  PUed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  INSTITUTES  OF  HEALTH 
Delegations  of  Authority 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  thaj,  the  follow¬ 
ing  delegation  and  redelegation  of  au¬ 
thority,  with  authority  for  further  redel¬ 
egation,  have  been  made  under  Uie  Na¬ 
tional  Research  Act  (Pub.  L.  93-348). 

1.  Delegation  from  the  Secretary  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health  to  per¬ 
form  all  of  the  authorities  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  by  section  474(b)  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  [42  USC  2891-3  (b)  ], 
which  was  added  to  the  Act  by  section 
212(a)  of  the  National  Research  Act 
(Pub.  L.  93-348) . 

2.  Redelegation  from  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Health  to  the  Directcu:,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health,  to  perform 
all  of  the  authorities  delegated  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health  imder  sec¬ 
tion  474(b)  of  the  PubUc  Health  Service 
Act  [42  USC  2891-3 (b)l,  which  was 


added  to  the  Act  by  section  212(a)  of  the 
National  Research  Act  (Pub.  L.  93-348) .  • 

Dated:  January  17, 1975. 

Thomas  S.  McFee, 
Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Mancie- 
ment. 

[PR  Doc.75-2782  Piled  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


SOCIAL  SECURITY  ADMINISTRATION 

Statement  of  Organization,  Functions  and 
Delegations  of  Authority 

That  portion  of  the  Statement  of  Or¬ 
ganization,  Functions  and  Delegations  of 
Authority  for  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  devoted  to  the 
mission,  organization,  functions  and 
order  of  succession  for  the  Social  Secu¬ 
rity  Administration  (33  FR  5828  et  seq., 
April  16,  1968,  as  amended),  is  hereby 
revised  to  reflect  the  first  phase  of  a  re¬ 
organization  of  the  Social  Security 
Administration  (SSA) .  This  material  de¬ 
scribes  a  realignment  of  executive  func¬ 
tions  and  t(^  level  organization  struc¬ 
ture  in  SSA,  except  for  the  Bureau  of 
Health  Insurance  (BHI)  and  the  Bureau 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals  (BHA).  The 
mission,  organization  and  functions  for 
BHI  and  BHA  remain  the  same  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  33  FR  5834,  dated  April  16, 
1968,  and  36  FR  3478-3480,  dated  Feb¬ 
ruary  25,  1971,  for  BHI;  and  in  38  FR 
22670,  dated  August  23,  1973,  and  39  FR 
11616  and  11617,  dated  March  29,  1974, 
for  BHA.  SSA’s  amended  statement  reads 
as  follows; 

Section  4-00-00  Social  Security  Ad¬ 
ministration — (Mission) .  The  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Administration  (SSA)  admin¬ 
isters  the  Federal  retirement,  survivots, 
disability,  and  health  insurance  for  the 
aged  and  disabled  programs,  as  well  as 
the  program  of  supplemental  security 
income  for  the  aged,  blind,  and  disabled. 
It  performs  certain  functions  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  black  lung  benefits  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health 
and  Safety  Act  of  1969,  as  amended,  pur¬ 
suant  to  agreement  with  the  Department 
of  Labor.  SSA  is  also  responsible  for 
studying  the  problems  of  poverty.  In¬ 
security,  and  health  care  for  the  aged, 
blind,  and  disabled;  the  contributions 
that  can  be  made  to  the  solution  of  these 
problems  through  social  insurance  and 
related  programs;  and  for  making  rec¬ 
ommendations  as  to  the  most  effective 
methods  of  improving  social  and  eco¬ 
nomic  security  through  social  insurance 
and  related  programs. 

Sec.  4-00-10  Social  Security  Adminis- 
fration-i-(Organization) .  The  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Administration,  under  the  super¬ 
vision  and  direction  of  the  Commissioner 
of  Social  Security,  consists  of  the: 

A.  Office  of  the  Commissioner 

B.  Office  of  Management  and  Admin¬ 
istration 

C.  Office  of  Program  Policy  and 
Planning 

D.  Office  of  External  Affairs 

E.  Office  of  Program  Operations 


F.  Bureau  of  Health  Insurance 

G.  Bureau  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
Sec.  4-00-20  Social  Security  Admin¬ 
istration — (Functions) .  The  functions 
performed  by  the  SSA  components  enu¬ 
merated  in  Section  4-00-10,  except  for 
the  Bureau  of  Health  Insurance  and  the 
Bureau  of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  are  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  4-01-00  throwh  4- 
05-00,  which  follow. 

Sec.  4-01-00  Office  of  the  Commis¬ 
sioner — (Mission) .  The  CMBce  of  the 
Commissioner  (OC)  is  directly  respon¬ 
sible  to  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare  for  all  programs  ad¬ 
ministered  by  SSA  and  provides  execu¬ 
tive  leadership  to  SSA.  It  is  responsible 
for  policy  determination;  program  inter¬ 
pretation  and  evaluation;  research 
oriented  to  the  study  of  the  problems  of 
poverty,  insecurity  and  health  care  for 
the  aged,  blind,  and  disabled;  and  provi¬ 
sion  of  recommendations  on  methods  of 
advancing  social  and  economic  security 
through  social  insurance  and  related 
programs. 

Sec.  4-01-10  Office  of  the  Commis¬ 
sioner — (Organization) .  The  Office  of  the 
Commissioner,  imder  the  leadership  of 
the  Commissioner  of  Social  Security, 
consists  of  the: 

A.  Commissioner  of  Social  Security 

B.  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Social 
Security 

C.  Immediate  Office  of  the  Commis¬ 
sioner 

D.  Executive  Secretariat 

E.  Advanced  Operating  Systems  Staff 
Sec.  4-01-20  Offfice  of  the  Commis¬ 
sioner — (Functions).  A.  1.  The  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Social  Security  is  directly  re¬ 
sponsible  to  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  for  performance 
of  SSA’s  mission;  provides  executive 
leadership  to  SSA;  and  exercises  general 
supervision  over  the  major  components 
of  SSA. 

2.  During  the  absence  or  disability  of 
the  Commisioner  of  Social  Security,  or 
in  the  event  of  a  vacancy  in  this  position, 
the  Deputy  Commissioner  shall  act  as 
Commissioner. 

3.  In  the  event  of  the  absence  or  disa¬ 
bility  of  both  the  Commissioner  and  the 
Deputy  Commissioner,  an  SSA  official 
designated  by  the  Commissioner  shall 
act  as  Commissioner. 

4.  Should  both  the  positions  of  Com¬ 
missioner  and  Deputy  Commissioner  of 
Social  Security  be  vacant,  an  official 
designated  by  the  Secretary  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare  shall  serve  as 
acting  head  of  SSA. 

B.  The  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Social 
Security  assists  the  Commissioner  in 
carrying  out  his  responsibilities  and  per¬ 
forms  such  other  duties  as  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  may  prescribe. 

C.  The  Immediate  Office  of  the  Com¬ 
missioner  provides  the  Commissioner  and 
Deputy  Commissioner  with  staff  assist¬ 
ance  on  the  full  range  of  their  respcmsi- 
biliUes. 

D.  The  Executive  Secretariat:  1.  Is  re¬ 
sponsible  for  coordination,  liaison,  and 
workflow  coutrol  services  for  the  Office 
of  the  Commissioner. 
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2.  Monitors  policy  development  and 
policy  implementation  activiUes. 

3.  Ensures  that  issues  requiring  the 
Commissioner’s  attention  are  developed 
on  a  timely  and  coordinated  basis. 

E.  The  Advanced  Operating  Systems 
Staff:  1.  Plans,  designs  imd  develops 
longer-range  SSA  operating  systems. 

2.  Assists  the  Commissioner  and  his 
Executive  Staff  in' structuring  the  issues 
and  options  for  long-range  administra¬ 
tive  and  process  developments  as  the 
framework  of  interaction  between  fu¬ 
ture  systems. 

3.  Develops  and  maintains  the  total 
SSA  operating  systems  plan,  including 
planning  and  development  of  new,  fu¬ 
ture  SSA  automated  data  processing 
systems;  formulation  and  establishment 
of  systems  objectives,  basic  policies,  time¬ 
tables  and  measures  of  effectiveness; 
and  develc^ment  and  integration  of  nec¬ 
essary  subsystems. 

4.  Represents  SSA  in  dealings  with 
DREW ;  other  Federal  agencies ;  and 
non-Pederal  organizations  on  matters 
related  to  long-range  operating  systems. 

Sec.  4-02-00  Office  of  Management 
and  Administration — (Mission) .  The  Of¬ 
fice  of  Management  and  Administration 
(OMA)  provides  overall  management  di¬ 
rection  for  the  Commissioner  in  dis¬ 
charging  responsibility  for  achieving  the 
efficient,  effective,  and  economical  ad¬ 
ministration  of  SSA  programs.  It  directs, 
on  behalf  of  the  Commissioner,  a  con¬ 
tinuing  evaluation  and  appraisal  of  the 
effectuation  of  SSA’s  statutory  respon¬ 
sibilities,  including  the  assurance  of  pro¬ 
gram  quality  and  integrity  and  the  sta¬ 
tistical  measurement  and  systematic 
evaluation  of  the  effectiveness  of  pro¬ 
gram  administration.  OMA  develops  pol¬ 
icy  and  guidelines  to  govern  the  exercise 
of  SSA-wide  management  and  adminis¬ 
trative  responsibilities  in  such  areas  as 
budget,  systems,  organization,  personnel 
administration  and  management.  It  ad¬ 
ministers  SSA-wide  management  and 
statistical  data  systems;  budget  and  fi¬ 
nancial  management,  including  policy 
guidance  for  and  general  oversight  of 
financial  arrangements  with  State  agen¬ 
cies;  the  full  range  of  SSA’s  human  re¬ 
sources  concerns  encompassed  by  activi¬ 
ties  in  the  areas  of  personnel,  labor-man¬ 
agement  relations,  training  and  equal 
opportunity;  organization  and  manage¬ 
ment  analysis;  administrative  appraisal 
and  planning;  comprehensive  opera¬ 
tional  planning;  and  general  manage¬ 
ment  support  services,  including  pro¬ 
curement  and  supply;  realty  and  space; 
forms  and  records;  printing  and  graph¬ 
ics;  employee  safety;  and  physical  se¬ 
curity,  The  Office  represents  SSA  in  these 
areas  of  responsibility  with  DHEW,  other 
Federal  agencies.  Congress  and  non- Fed¬ 
eral  organizations. 

Sec.  4-02-10  Office  of  Management  and 
Administration — (organization) .  'The 
Office  of  Management  and  Administra¬ 
tion,  imder  the  leadership  of  the  Asso¬ 
ciate  Commissioner  for  Management  and 
Administration,  consists  of  the: 

A.  Associate  Commissioner  for  Man¬ 
agement  and  Administration 


B.  Deputy  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Management  and  Administration 

C.  Immediate  Office  of  the  Associate 
Commissioner  for  Management  and  Ad¬ 
ministration,  which  includes  the: 

1.  OMA  Executive  Officer 

2.  Management  Coordination  and 
Special  Projects  Staff 

3.  Special  Staff  for  Equal  Opportu¬ 
nity 

D.  Office  of  Administrative  Appraisal 
and  Planning 

E.  Office  of  Data  Development 

F.  Office  of  Financial  Management 

G.  Office  of  Human  Resources 

H.  Office  of  Operating  Facilities 

I.  Office  of  Quality  Assurance 

Sec.  4-02-20  Office  of  Management 
and  Administration — (Functions).  A.l. 
The  Associate  Commissioner  for  Man¬ 
agement  and  Administration  is  directly 
responsible  to  the  Commissioner  of  So¬ 
cial  Secmity  for  performance  of  OMA’s 
mission  and  provides  general  supervision 
to  each  principal  component  of  OMA. 

2.  During  the  absence  or  disability  of 
the  Associate  Commissioner  for  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Administration,  or  in  the  event 
of  a  vacancy  in  this  position,  the  Deputy 
Associate  Commissioner  for  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Administration  shall  act  as 
Associate  Commissioner. 

3.  In  the  event  of  the  absence  or  dis¬ 
ability  of  both  the  Associate  Commis¬ 
sioner  and  the  Deputy  Associate  Com¬ 
missioner  for  Management  and  Adminis¬ 
tration,  an  OMA  executive  designated  by 
the  Associate  Commissioner  shall  serve 
as  acting  head  of  the  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Administration. 

4.  Should  both  the  positions  of  Asso¬ 
ciate  Commissioner  and  Deputy  Asso¬ 
ciate  Commissioner  for  Management  and 
Administration  become  vacant,  an  SSA 
official  designated  by  the  Commissioner 
of  Social  Seciuity  shall  serve  as  acting 
head  of  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Administration: 

B.  The  Deputy  Associate  Commis¬ 
sioner  for  Management  and  Administra¬ 
tion  assists  the  Associate  Commissioner 
in  carrying  out  his  responsibilities  and 
performs  such  other  duties  as  the  Asso¬ 
ciate  Commissioner  may  prescribe. 

C.  The  Immediate  Office  of  the  Asso¬ 
ciate  Commissioner  for  Management  and 
Administration. — 1,  The  OMA  Executive 
Officer  assists  the  Associate  Commis¬ 
sioner  and  Deputy  Associate  Conunis- 
sioner  in  the  overall  management  of 
OMA. 

2.  The  Management  Coordination  and 
Special  Projects  Staff:  a.  Serves  as  the 
personal  staff  to  the  Asscxjiate  Commis¬ 
sioner  by  aiding  him  in  coordinating  and 
integrating  the  many -faceted  and  inter¬ 
related  activities  of  OMA,  and  by  pro¬ 
viding  the  Associate  Commissioner  with 
advice,  assistance,  problem  identifica¬ 
tion,  and  recommendations  for  problem 
resolution  with  respect  to  projects,  ne¬ 
gotiations  or  work  areas  of  special  in¬ 
terest  or  concern  to  him. 

b.  Conducts  or  directs  projects  of 
major  SSA-wide  importance  and  signifi¬ 
cance  on  assignment  by  the  Associate 
Commissioner. 


3.  The  Special  Staff  for  Equal  Oppor¬ 
tunity:  a.  Assists  the  Associate  Commis¬ 
sioner  in  directing,  c(x>rdinating,  de¬ 
veloping,  and  appraising  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  policies  for  SSA-wide  programs 
of  equal  (^portimity  (EO) ,  rmder  Execu¬ 
tive  Orders  11246  and  11478,  as  amended 
by  P.L.  92-261  and  PJi,  93-259. 

b.  Reviews  the  employment  ppstu’*e  of 
health  insurance  intermediaries  imder 
contract  with  SSA  for  compliance  with 
the  EO  requirements  of  Executive  Order 
11246. 

c.  Conducts  the  SSA-wide  Housing 
Service  Program. 

d.  Carries  out  liaison  with  DHEW; 
other  Federal  agencies;  and  various 
other  public  and  private  organizations 
on  matters  concerning  EO  and  civil 
rights. 

D.  The  Office  of  Administrative  Ap¬ 
praisal  and  Planning:  1.  Directs  the  ap¬ 
praisal  of  total  SSA  administration  and 
planning  for  efficient  SSA  organization 
and  operations;  and  develops  major  op¬ 
erating  fuid  administrative  goals  and 
measures  of  effectiveness  for  SSA  pro¬ 
gram  administration. 

2.  Identifies  current  and  emerging  ad¬ 
ministrative  problems;  recommends  re¬ 
medial  actions,  and  continually  ap¬ 
praises  organizational  effectiveness. 

3.  Appraises  the  need  for,  develops, 
recommends  and  promulgates  new  and 
modified  delegations  of  program  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  authorities  throughout  SSA. 

4.  Conducts,  coordinates,  and  Inte¬ 
grates  operational,  organizational,  and 
administrative  planning;  provides  lead¬ 
ership  in  administrative  planning  for 
pending  legislation;  and  develops  con¬ 
sistent  and  progressive  administrative 
policy  and  philosophy. 

5.  Represents  SSA  in  dealings  with  the 
DHEW  Audit  Agency  and  General  Ac¬ 
counting  Office  site  audit  teams;  and  co¬ 
ordinates  and  follows  up  on  implemen¬ 
tation  of  DHEW  and  GAO  audit  findings 
and  recommendations. 

6.  Conducts  an  SSA  historical  research 
program  and  directs  SSA  emergency 
preparedness  activities. 

7.  Directs  and  continually  appraises 
the  operation  of  the  SSA  Administra¬ 
tive  Directives  System ;  and  conducts  and 
coordinates  the  SSA  Management  In¬ 
formation  System. 

8.  Represents  SSA  in  dealings  with 
DHEW;  other  Federal  agencies;  and 
various  other  public  and  private  orga¬ 
nizations  on  matters  of  concern  to  the 
administration  of  SSA  programs  and  the 
fulfillment  of  the  Office’s  mission. 

E.  The  Office  of  Data  Development:  1. 
Plans  and  manages  a  large  scale  com¬ 
puter  system  in  support  of  a  variety  of 
SSA  statistical  and  management  in¬ 
formation  requirements  and  planning 
activities. 

2.  Provides  systems,  programming, 
methods  and  procedures,  and  machine 
operations  for  data  retrieval,  data  com¬ 
pilation  and  data  presentation. 

3.  Advises  on  technical  and  cost  factors 
relative  to  SSA  data  development  proj¬ 
ects  and  to  reimbursable  work  for  other 
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Federal  and  non-Federsd  agencies  and 
organizations. 

F.  The  Office  of  Financial  Manage¬ 
ment:  1.  Directs  the  financial  manage¬ 
ment  program  of  SSA;  develops  its  finan¬ 
cial  management  objectives,  policies, 
standards,  and  procedures;  provides 
financial  advice  on  program  matters;  and 
initiates  cost  studies. 

2.  Plans,  prepares,  justifies,  and  exe¬ 
cutes  the  SSA  budget;  and  prepares  and 
justifies  budget  estimates  to  finance  pro¬ 
gram  and  other  legislative  changes. 

3.  Conducts  continuing  evaluations  of 
expenditures  of  funds;  takes  actions  to 
improve  fiscal  effectiveness;  conducts 
continuing  evaluations  of  financial  sys¬ 
tems  and  Implements  improvements; 
and  insures  that  financial  systems  are 
integrated  within  SSA  and  with  DHEW. 

4.  Maintains  administrative  accounts 
and  certain  trust  fund  expenditure  and 
receipt  accounts;  audits  and  certifies 
vouchers  for  administrative  expenses; 
and  prepares  basic  and  required  financial 
reports. 

5.  Represents  SSA  in  financial  man¬ 
agement  dealings  with  DHEW;  other 
Federal  agencies;  and  various  other  pub¬ 
lic  and  private  organizations. 

G.  The  Office  of  Human  Resources: 

1.  Provides  direction  to  the  development, 
implementation,  and  maintenance  of  a 
totally  integrated  and  coordinated  SSA 
program  responsive  to  the  needs  of  SSA’s 
human  resources. 

2.  Represents  SSA  in  dealings  with 
DHEW,  other  Federal  agencies,  and 
sources  outside  the  Federal  establish¬ 
ment  with  respect  to  matters  concern¬ 
ing  p>ersonnel  and  human  resources  man¬ 
agement  programs. 

3.  Provides  executive-level  line  direc¬ 
tion  and  supervision  to  the  SSA  Employee 
Communications  Staff;  the  SSA  Em¬ 
ployee  Health  Service;  the  Division  of 
Training  and  Career  Development;  the 
Division  of  Personnel;  and  the  Special 
Staff  for  Labor  Relations. 

H.  The  Office  of  Operating  Facilities: 

1.  Directs  the  management  support  pro¬ 
gram  of  SSA  and  develops  its  manage¬ 
ment  support  objectives,  policies,  stand¬ 
ards,  and  procedures. 

2.  EHrects  SSA  activities  with  respect 
to  the  SSA  library  and  related  services; 
centralized  headquarters  secretitrial, 
dictation,  transportation  and  parking 
services;  construction  and  leasing  of 
buildings;  space  utilization;  forms  and 
records  management;  printing  and 
graphics;  audio-visual  materials  produc¬ 
tion;  public  Information  materials  dis¬ 
tribution;  real  and  personal  property 
management;  procurement;  supply  and 
mail  systems;  employee  safety;  civil  de¬ 
fense;  physical  security;  and  visitor  re¬ 
ception  and  toms. 

3.  Provides  SSA  liaison  with  GSA  on 
matters  related  to  the  maintenance  and 
servicing  of  headquarters  facilities,  and 
with  DHEW;  other  Federal  agencies; 
and  various  other  public  and  private 
organizations. 

I.  The  Office  of  Quality  Assurance:  1. 
Develops  and  administers  an  SSA  pro¬ 
gram  for  evaluation  of  the  quality  of 
retirement,  survivors  and  disability  In¬ 


surance  claims  processes;  the  supple¬ 
mental  security  income  claims  process; 
and  related  processes. 

2.  Formulates  criteria,  techniques  and 
systems  for  controlling  the  quahty  of 
these  claims  and  related  processes,  and 
develops,  installs  and  maintains  pro¬ 
grams  for  controlling  quality  and  main¬ 
taining  integrity  against  fraud  and 
third-party  abuse. 

3.  Develops,  implements  and  maintains 
a  system  of  continuous  statistical  eval¬ 
uation  and  measmement  of  basic  re¬ 
tirement,  smvivors  and  disability  insur¬ 
ance  claims;  supplemental  security  in¬ 
come  basic  claims;  and  related  policies 
and  procedmes;  and  identifies  and  ana¬ 
lyzes  problems  and  makes  recommenda¬ 
tions  concerning  their  solutions. 

4.  Institutes  and  applies  statistical  and 
other  measures  of  program  perfornmnce 
and  effectiveness;  analyzes  findings;  and 
makes  recommendations  respecting  the 
identification  and  correction  of  defi¬ 
ciencies. 

5.  Conducts  and  directs  SSA’s  profes¬ 
sional  investigations  activity. 

Sec.  4-03-00  Office  of  Program  Pol¬ 
icy  and  Planning — (Mission) .  The  Office 
of  Program  Policy  and  Planning  (OPPP) 
directs  the  planning  and  analysis  of 
programs  administered  by  SSA  and 
broadly  formulates,  promulgates  and  in¬ 
terprets  program  philosophy,  objectives 
and  policy.  It  directs  studies  and  makes 
reconunendations  concerning  problems 
of  poverty,  insecurity  and  health  costs, 
and  contributions  that  social  insurance 
and  related  programs  provide  for  solu¬ 
tions  to  these  problems.  OPPP  directs 
the  legislative  planning  and  analysis  pro¬ 
gram  of  SSA  and  conducts  its  broad  re¬ 
search  and  statistical  programs.  It  de¬ 
velops,  recommends  and  Issues  program 
policies  necessary  for  the  consistent  na¬ 
tional  administration  of  the  retire¬ 
ment,  survivors  and  disability  insurance 
programs,  and  the  supplemental  secu¬ 
rity  income  program.  The  Office  provides 
SSA-wide  direction  and  coordination  in 
the  development  and  promulgation  of 
regulations  and  program  policy.  It  eval¬ 
uates  the  effectiveness  of  national  poli¬ 
cies  in  meeting  program  goals.  OPPP  also 
provides  overall  administrative  direction 
to  the  Office  of  the  Actuary. 

Sec.  4-03-10  Office  of  Program  Policy 
and  Planning — (Organization) .  The  Of¬ 
fice  of  Program  Policy  and  Planning,  un¬ 
der  the  leadership  of  the  Associate 
Commissioner  for  Program  Policy  and 
Planning,  consists  of  the: 

A.  Associate  Commissioner  for  Pro¬ 
gram  Policy  and  Planning 

B.  Immediate  Office  of  the  Associate 
Commissioner  for  Program  Policy  and 
Planning 

C.  SSA  Policy  Council  Staff 

D.  Office  of  the  Actuary 

E.  Office  of  Policy  and  Regulations 

F.  Office  of  Program  Evaluation  and 
Planning 

G.  Office  of  Research  and  Statistics 

Sec.  4-03-20  Office  of  Program  Policy 

and  Planning — (Functions).  A.  1.  The 
Associate  Commissioner  for  Program 
Policy  and  Planning  is  responsible  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Social  Security  for  per- 


formance  of  OPPP’s  mission  and  pro¬ 
vides  general  supervision  to  the  principal 
components  of  OPPP. 

2.  In  Uie  event  that  the  Associate  Com¬ 
missioner  for  Program  Policy  and  Plan¬ 
ning  is  absent  or  disaMed,  an  OPPP  exec¬ 
utive  designated  by  the  Associate  Com¬ 
missioner  shall  serve  as  acting  head  of 
the  Office  of  Program  Policy  and  Plan¬ 
ning. 

3.  Shoiild  the  position  of  Associate 
Commissioner  for  Program  Policy  and 
Planning  become  vacant,  an  SSA  official 
designated  by  the  Commissioner  of  So¬ 
cial  Security  shall  serve  as  acting  head 
of  the  Office  of  Program  Policy  and  Plan¬ 
ning. 

B.  The  Immediate  Offfce  of  the  Associ¬ 
ate  Commissioner  for  Program  Policy 
and  Planning  assists  the  Associate  Com¬ 
missioner  with  the  full  range  of  his  re¬ 
sponsibilities  and  handles  siich  other  as- 
sigmnents  as  he  may  prescribe. 

C.  The  SSA  Policy  Council  Staff:  1. 
Provides  staff  support  to  the  SSA  Policy 
Council,  which  is  an  ex  officio  group  com- 
p>osed  of  the  Commissioner  and/or  Dep¬ 
uty  Commissioner  of  Social  Security; 
the  four  SSA  Associate  Commissioners, 
and  other  members  of  the  SSA  Executive 
Staff,  as  the  subject  matter  under  dis¬ 
cussion  makes  appropriate, 

2.  Assures  the  systematic  attention  of 
the  Policy  Council  to  priority  policy  mat¬ 
ters  and  the  resolution  of  policy  inter¬ 
face  issues  incident  to  their  deliberations 
by  assisting  the  Council  in  identifying 
issues  deserving  its  consideration;  estab¬ 
lishing  the  relative  priority  of  such  is¬ 
sues;  preparing  agendas  for  P<fficy  Coim- 
cil  sessions  and  presenting  issues  for  its 
consideration  at  these  sessions;  prepar¬ 
ing  a  variety  of  reports  of  council 
deliberations,  recommendations  and  deci¬ 
sions,  and  arranging  for  their  dissemina¬ 
tion;  and  coordinating  the  implementa¬ 
tion  of  action  directed  by  the  Council 
and  following  up  on  the  results  o£  such 
implementation. 

D.  The  Office  of  the  Actuary:  1.  Directs 
and  conducts  the  actuarial  program  of 
SSA. 

2.  Performs  actuarial  smd  demographic 
research  into  social  insurance  and  re¬ 
lated  programs  and  makes  actuarial  ap¬ 
praisals  of  existing  and  proposed  pro¬ 
grams. 

3.  Studies,  for  both  the  immediate  and 
distant  future,  problems  of  financing 
program  costs;  estimates  future  work¬ 
loads;  and  evaluates  operations  of  the 
four  Social  Security  Trust  Funds. 

4.  Develops  and  analyzes  actuarial 
data  for  benefit  estimates  and  valuations 
in  social  insurance  programs. 

5.  Provides  technical  and  consul ta- 
tive  services  to  the  Commissioner  and 
DHEW  officials,  and  testifies  concerning 
actuarial  estimates  before  Congres¬ 
sional  committees  considering  legislative 
changes  in  SSA-administered  programs. 

E.  The  Office  of  Policy  and  Regula¬ 
tions:  1.  Provides  leadership  and  direc¬ 
tion  to,  and  exercises  overall  respon¬ 
sibility  for,  SSA-wide  program  policy 
development  and  coordination,  and  for 
promulgation  of  program  regulations. 
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2.  Conducts  and  directs  Uie  develop¬ 
ment,  interpretation  and  evaluation  of 
general  program  policies,  and  of  pro¬ 
gram  and  claims  policies  and  substantive 
program  requirements  for  the  retire¬ 
ment,  survivors  and  disability  insurance 
programs  and  the  supplemental  security 
income  program,  including  detailed  pro¬ 
gram  and  claims  policy  specifications  for 
the  use  of  the  Office  of  Program  Opera¬ 
tions  in  developing  implementing  man¬ 
ual  instructions. 

3.  Ensures  that  interrelated  policy 
areas  are  meshed  into  well-coordinated 
overall  policies;  and  represents  SSA  and 
acts  as  consultant  on  overall  policy 
matters. 

4.  Coordinates  its  policy  development 
and  evaluation  activities  with  the  ac¬ 
tivities  of  the  Office  of  Program  Opera¬ 
tions  and  with  various  Federal  and  State 
agencies. 

5.  Provides  overall  policy  for  coverage 
of  State  and  local  government  employees, 
coordinating  with  the  Office  of  Program 
Operations  and  the  Office  of  External 
Affairs. 

6.  Develops  and  recommends  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  program  regulations  and  rulings, 
and  promulgates  them. 

7.  Evaluates  the  effectiveness  of  pro¬ 
gram  policies  in  meeting  the  goals  and 
objectives  of  SSA,  in  terms  of  its  Mis¬ 
sion,  and  participates  in  legislative 
planning. 

P.  The  Office  of  Program  Evaluation 
and  Planning:  1.  Develops  and  conducts 
the  legislative  planning  and  analysis  pro¬ 
gram  of  SSA. 

2.  Evaluates  the  effectiveness  of  pro¬ 
grams  administered  by  SSA  in  providing 
secmlty  through  retirement,  survivors, 
disability  and  health  insurance,  and  sup- 
pl^ental  security  income  for  the  aged, 
blind  and  disabled. 

3.  Develops  and  interprets  overall  pro¬ 
gram  philosophy  and  objectives. 

4.  Develops  and  evaluates  recommen¬ 
dations  concerning  legislative  proposals 
for  changes  in  programs  administered 
by  SSA,  including  means  for  program 
simplification. 

5.  Analyzes  and  develops  recommen¬ 
dations  on  related  income  maintenance 
and  health  insurance  proposals,  partic¬ 
ularly  those  which  may  involve  coordina¬ 
tion  with  SSA-administered  programs, 
and  on  other  methods  of  providing  eco¬ 
nomic  security. 

6.  Provides  technical  and  advisory 
services  to  SSA  and  DHEW  officials  and, 
in  coordination  with  the  Office  of  Ex¬ 
ternal  Affairs,  to  officials  within  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Branch;  Congressional  commit¬ 
tees  and  individual  Congressmen;  and 
private  organizations  interested  in  Social 
Security  legislation. 

G.  The  Office  of  Research  and  Statis¬ 
tics:  1.  Develops  and  conducts  the  broad 
research  program  of  SSA  and  conducts, 
directs  and  gives  technical  guidance  to 
SSA’s  statistical  program. 

2.  Conducts  research  relating  to  such 
matters  as  income  security  and  health 
insurance;  redistributive  effects  of  social 
security  and  related  benefits;  methods  of 
financing;  adequacy  of  cash  and  health 
benefits;  impact  of  existing  and  alterna¬ 


tive  health  benefit  arrangements  on  the 
availability,  quality  and  cost  of  health 
care;  relation  of  public  and  private  in¬ 
come  maintenance  programs;  and  the 
economic  situation  of  the  low-income 
population. 

3.  Studies  problems  of  poverty,  in¬ 
security  and  health  costs  and  contribu¬ 
tions  that  social  insurance  and  related 
programs  provide  to  their  solutions. 

4.  Conducts  national  surveys  of  the 
aged,  the  disabled,  families  with  children, 
and  the  low -income  aged  and  disabled. 

5.  Establishes  linkages  of  SSA  data 
with  data  from  other  statistical  and  rec¬ 
ord  systems;  and  designs,  develops  and 
uses  economic  models  for  a  variety  of 
simulations  allowing  dynamic  analysis  of 
the  impact  of  present  and  projected  pro¬ 
gram  alternatives  under  various  condi¬ 
tions. 

0.  Evaluates  national  policies  in  terms 
of  program  goals. 

7.  Publishes  research  findings;  compiles 
and  publishes  statistical  data;  and  pro¬ 
vides  SSA-wide  statistical  leadership  and 
methodology. 

8.  Represents  SSA  on  matters  of  re¬ 
search  and  statistics  with  DHEW  and  in¬ 
ternational  organizations;  within  the 
academic  community;  and,  in  coordina¬ 
tion  with  the  Office  of  External  Affairs, 
with  other  public  and  private  agencies 
and  organizations. 

Sec.  4-04-00  Office  of  External  Af¬ 
fairs — (Mission) .  The  Office  of  Ebttemal 
Affairs  (OEA)  plans  and  directs  SSA’s 
nationwide  program  for  conducting  ef¬ 
fective  relationships  and  communications 
wifti  the  public;  Congress;  other  Federal 
and  State  agencies;  community  and  pri¬ 
vate  organizations;  and  other  outside 
sources,  regarding  SSA-administered 
prc^rams  and  services,  and  on  related 
community  services  available  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  It  directs  the  development  of  pro¬ 
grams  and  materials  to  assure  public 
knowledge  and  xmderstanding  of  protec¬ 
tions,  rights  and  responsibilities  under 
programs  administered  by  SSA.  OEA  pro¬ 
vides  SSA  representation  and  viewpoints, 
at  the  national  level,  on  activities  de¬ 
signed  to  improve  services,  within  or  out¬ 
side  SSA,  and  to  make  SSA-administered 
programs  more  effective.  The  Office  ad¬ 
vises  and  coordinates  with  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary;  the  Commissioner;  and 
other  DHEW  and  SSA  components  on 
SSA  public  affairs  matters. 

Sec.  4-04-10  Office  of  External  Af¬ 
fairs — (Organization) .  The  Office  of  Ex¬ 
ternal  Affairs,  under  the  leadership  of 
the  Associate  Commissioner  for  External 
Affairs,  consists  of  the; 

A.  Associate  Commissioner  for  Exter¬ 
nal  Affairs 

B.  Immediate  Office  of  the  Associate 
Commissioner  for  External  Affairs 

C.  Office  of  Public  Affairs 

D.  Office  of  Public  Inquiries 

Sec.  4-04-20  Office  of  External  Af¬ 
fairs — (Functions).  A.  1.  The  Associate 
Commissioner  for  External  Affairs  is 
directly  responsible  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Social  Security  for  performance  of 
OEA’s  mission  and  provides  general 
supervision  to  the  principal  components 
of  OEA. 


2.  In  the  event  that  the  Associate 
Commissioner  for  External  Affairs  is 
absent  or  disabled,  an  OEA  executive 
designated  by  the  Associate  Commis¬ 
sioner  shall  serve  as  acting  head  of  the 
Office  of  External  Affairs. 

3.  Should  the  position  of  Associate 
Commissioner  for  External  Affairs  be¬ 
come  vacant,  an  SSA  official  designated 
by  the  Commissioner  of  Social  Security 
shall  serve  as  acting  head  of  the  Office 
of  External  Affairs. 

B.  The  Immediate  Office  of  the  Asso¬ 
ciate  Commissioner  for  External  Affairs 
assists  the  Associate  Commissioner  in 
the  performance  of  his  responsibilities 
and  handles  such  other  assignments  as 
he  may  prescribe. 

C.  The  Office  of  Public  Affairs:  1.  Pro¬ 
vides  direction  to  SSA’s  programs  for 
assuring  public  knowledge  and  under¬ 
standing  of  protections,  rights  and  re¬ 
sponsibilities  imder  prograxns  adminis¬ 
tered  by  SSA. 

2.  Assesses  public  needs  and  interests 
and  assures  SSA  responsiveness  to  them. 

3.  Maintains  liaison  with  Congress; 
DHEW  components;  other  Federal  agen¬ 
cies;  State  governments  and  agencies; 
and  community  and  private  organiza¬ 
tions,  on  matters  concerning  programs 
administered  by  SSA. 

4.  Develops  and  recommends  SSA 
public  affairs  policies  and  standards. 

5.  Prepares,  reviews  and  insures  the 
high  quality  of  informational  materials 
distributed  to  the  public  and  provides 
technical  guidance  for  public  affairs 
training  in  SSA. 

D.  The  Office  of  Public  Inquiries:  1. 
Establishes,  promulgates  and  assesses 
SSA  policy  for  processing  public  and 
Congressional  correspondence. 

2.  Provides  advice  and  assistance  to 
SSA  officials,  and  liaison  with  DHEW, 
on  public  correspondence  matters. 

3.  Conducts  training  programs  in  SSA 
field  and  headquarters  components  to 
improve  correspondence  to  the  public. 

4.  Receives,  analyzes  and  controls  high 
priority  written  and  telephone  Inquiries; 
replies  to  many  of  these  inquiries;  and 
reviews  certain  written  replies  to  such 
inquiries  prepared  elsewhere  at  SSA 
headquarters. 

Sec.  4-05-00  Office  of  Program  Opera¬ 
tions — (Mission) .  The  Office  of  Program 
Operations  (OPO)  provides  executive 
direction  and  coordination  to  all  aspects 
of  SSA’s  cash  benefit  program  opera¬ 
tions.  It  provides  line  direction  to  a 
nationwide  field  organization  of  10  re¬ 
gional  offices,  6  program  centers  and 
over  1200  local  offices.  The  Office  directs 
the  operations  of  five  Headquarters  bu¬ 
reaus  responsible  for  retirement,  sur¬ 
vivors,  and  disability  insurance  opera¬ 
tions;  supplemental  security  income 
operations;  field  operations;  and  data 
processing.  It  implements  policy  deci¬ 
sions  and  directives  through  develop¬ 
ment  and  issuance  of  procedures  and 
program  instructions  for  cash  benefit 
operations.  OPO  plans  and  directs  pro¬ 
cedural,  systems,  and  direct  manage¬ 
ment  support  activities.  It  assures  that 
regional  offices  provide  effective  leader¬ 
ship  to  field  operations,  relationships 
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with  Slates,  and  implementation  of  the 
SSA  public  affairs  program.  The  Office 
is  responsible  for  evaluating  the  opera¬ 
tional  effectiveness  of  all  the  above 
activities. 

Sec.  4-05-10  Office  of  Program  Opera~ 
lions — (Organization) .  The  Office  of  Pro¬ 
gram  Operations,  under  the  leadership 
of  the  Associate  Commissioner  for  Pro¬ 
gram  Operations,  consists  of  the : 

A.  Associate  Commissioner  for  Pro¬ 
gram  Operations 

B.  Immediate  Office  of  the  Associate 
Commissioner  for  Program  Operations 

C.  Bureau  of  Retirement  and  Survivors 
Insurance 

D.  Bureau  of  Disability  Insurance 

E.  Bureau  of  Supplemental  Security 
Income 

P.  Bureau  of  Data  Processing 

G.  Bureau  of  Held  Operations 

H.  Office  of  the  Regional  Commissioner 
(located  in  each  of  SSA’s  ten  geograph¬ 
ical  regions  nationwide) 

Sec.  4-05-20  Office  of  Program  Opera¬ 
tions — (Functions).  A.  1.  The  Associate 
Commissioner  for  Program  Operations  is 
directly  responsible  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Social  Security  for  performance  of 
OPO’s  mission  and  provides  general 
superv^ion  to  the  principal  components 
of  OPO. 

2.  In  the  event  that  the  Associate 
Commissioner  for  Program  Operations  is 
absent  or  disabled,  an  OPO  executive 
designated  by  the  Associate  Commis¬ 
sioner  shall  serve  as  acting  head  of  the 
Office  of  Program  Operations. 

3.  Should  the  position  of  Associate 
Commissioner  for  Program  Operations 
become  vacant,  an  SSA  official  designated 
by  the  Commissioner  of  Social  Security 
shall  serve  as  acting  head  of  the  Office 
of  Program  Operations. 

B.  The  immediate  Office  of  the  Asso¬ 
ciate  Commissioner  for  Program  Opera¬ 
tions  assists  the  Ass^iate  Commissioner 
in  carrying  out  his  responsibilities  and 
performs  such  other  assignments  as  he 
may  prescribe. 

C.  The  Bureau  of  Retirement  and 
Survivors  Insurance:  1.  Develops,  co¬ 
ordinates  and  issues  implementing  in¬ 
structions,  consistent  with  program 
policy  directives  and  specifications,  for 
caiiying  out  the  claims  and  benefit  pay¬ 
ment  processes  of  the  retirement  and 
survivors  Insurance  program,  and  evalu¬ 
ates  the  operational  effectiveness  for 
retirement  and  survivors  claims  and  re¬ 
lated  actions. 

2.  Manages  a  network  of  six  program 
centers  responsible  for  review  and  au¬ 
thorization  of  retirement  and  survivors 
claims  and  for  health  insurance  entitle¬ 
ment;  supplementary  medical  insurance 
premiiun  collection;  certification  of  bene¬ 
fit  payments;  and  maintenance  of  retire¬ 
ment  and  survivors  insurance  (RSI) 
benefit  rolls;  and  directs  RSI  critical  case 
and  benefit  accounting  programs. 

3.  Develops,  evaluates,  and  implements 
operating  systems,  methods  and  instruc¬ 
tions  governing  the  claims  and  post- 
adjudicative  processes  and  folder  control 
activities  of  the  program  centers. 


4.  Provides  technical  advice  and  guid¬ 
ance  to  SSA  regional  offices  concerning 
the  RSI  determination  process. 

5.  Coordinates  program  center  operat¬ 
ing  procedures,  including  EDP  opera¬ 
tions,  with  other  SSA  components  and 
Federal  agencies  having  responsibility  in 
related  work  areas. 

6.  Directs  administration  of  the  Social 
Security  program  abroad. 

D.  The  Bureau  of  Disability  Insurance: 

1.  Develops,  coordinates  and  issues  im¬ 
plementing  instructions,  consistent  with 
program  policy  directives  and  specifica¬ 
tions,  for  carrying  out  the  claims  and 
benefit  processes  of  the  disability  insur¬ 
ance  program  and  related  responsibilities 
for  the  supplemental  security  income  and 
black  lung  programs;  develops,  coor¬ 
dinates  and  issues  technical  medical 
policies  and  standards  for  these  pro¬ 
grams;  and  evaluates  the  operational  ef¬ 
fectiveness  for  disability  claims  and  re¬ 
lated  actions. 

2.  Manages  central  disability  opera¬ 
tions,  including  review  and  authori^ti<m 
of  disability  claims;  certification  of  bene¬ 
fit  payments;  and  maintenance  of  dis¬ 
ability  bene#ciary  rolls. 

3.  Develops,  evaluates,  recommends 
and  coordinates  operating  systems, 
methods,  procedures  and  instructions  for 
central  disability  operations. 

4.  Provides  technical  guidance  and 
advice  to  SSA  regional  offices  concern¬ 
ing  the  disability  determination  process. 

5.  Develops,  in  cooperation  with 
DHEW’s  Social  and  Rehabilitation  Serv¬ 
ice,  policies  and  procedures  for  admin¬ 
istration  of  the  disability  beneficiary 
rehabilitation  program;  and  maintains 
relationships  with  national  organiza¬ 
tions  of  State  Vocational  Rehabilitation 
Directors  and  other  related  organiza¬ 
tions. 

E.  The  Bureau  of  Supplemental  Secu¬ 
rity  Income:  1.  Develops,  coordinates  and 
issues  implementing  instructions,  con¬ 
sistent  with  program  policy  directives 
and  specifications,  applicable  to  the  sup¬ 
plemental  security  income  prc^am  and 
its  claims  and  benefit  payment  processes. 

2.  In  cooperation  with  the  Office  of  Ex¬ 
ternal  Affairs,  provides  a  central  focus 
for  relationships  and  agreements  with 
national  welfare  organizations,  and  or¬ 
ganizations  of  State  welfare  agencies. 

3.  Provides  technical  advice  and  as¬ 
sistance  to  SSA  regional  offices  in  nego¬ 
tiations  and  continuing  interfaces  with 
State  welfare  agencies. 

4.  Manages  the  certification  of  Sup¬ 
plemental  security  Income  payments; 
and  evaluates  the  operational  effective¬ 
ness  for  supplemental  security  income 
claims  and  related  actions. 

F.  The  Bureau  of  Data  Processing:  1. 
Manages  SSA’s  operating  EDP  systems, 
including  systems  analysis  and  design; 
programming  and  computer  and  tele¬ 
communications  operations. 

2.  Establishes  and  maintains  the  basic 
records  supporting  programs  adminis¬ 
tered  by  SSA,  Including  records  and  ac- 
coimts  for  determining  entitlement  to 


and  computation  of  cash  benefits,  and 
for  determining  entitlement  to  and 
utilization  of  health  insurance  benefits. 

3.  Develops  earnings  reporting  stand¬ 
ards  and  procedures  for  employers  and 
the  self-employed,  and  investigates  and 
resolves  reporting  and  earnings  record 
discrepancies. 

4.  Furnishes  necessary  data  to  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Treasury  for  proper 
crediting  of  amounts  to  the  Social  Secu¬ 
rity  Trust  Funds. 

G.  The  Bureau  of  Field  Operations:  1. 
Develops  and  implements  national  op¬ 
erational  and  management  plans  for 
providing  SSA  direct  service  to  the  pub¬ 
lic. 

2.  Through  10  SSA  regional  offices, 
manages  SSA’s  field  operations  and  op¬ 
erational  interfaces  with  States  agen¬ 
cies  administering  social  security  cover¬ 
age,  State  Disability  Determination  Sec¬ 
tions  and  State  Welfare  Agencies. 

3.  Assures  that  field  operations  are 
effectively  coordinated  nationally  with 
other  operational  requirements  and 
policy  directives. 

4.  Plans,  develops  and  issues  field  op¬ 
erating  policies,  systems  and  procedures. 

5.  Provides  central  management  sup¬ 
port  to  regional  offices. 

H.  The  Office  of  the  Regional  Com¬ 
missioner:  1.  Serves  as  the  principal 
agency  component  at  the  regional  level 
and  assures  effective  SSA  Interface  with 
DHEW;  other  Federal  agencies;  and 
State  Disability  Determination  Sections 
and  State  Welfare  Agencies. 

2.  Implements  national  operational 
and  management  plans  for  providing 
SSA  direct  service  to  the  public. 

3.  Manages  and  coordinates  an  ef¬ 
fective  SSA  regional  operation  consist¬ 
ent  with  national  and  regional  opera¬ 
tional  requirements,  and  systems  and 
policy  directives. 

4.  Directs  a  regionwide  network  of  dis¬ 
trict  offices,  branch  offices,  and  teleserv¬ 
ice  centers  which  serve  as  the  interface 
between  SSA  and  the  public,  and  which 
have  responsibility  for  informing  people 
of  the  purposes  and  provisions  of  pro¬ 
grams  administered  by  SSA  and  ^eir 
rights  and  responsibilities  thereunder; 
assisting  the  public  in  filing  claims  for 
retirement,  survivors,  health  and  disabil¬ 
ity  insurance  benefits,  black  lung  bene¬ 
fits,  and  supplemental  security  income; 
developing  and  adjudicating  claims;  as¬ 
sisting  certain  beneficiaries  in  claiming 
reimbursement  for  medical  expenses; 
conducting  development  of  cases  involv¬ 
ing  earnings  record,  coverage  and  fraud- 
related  questions;  making  rehabilitation 
service  referrals;  and  assisting  claimants 
in  filing  appeals  on  SSA  determinations 
of  benefit  entitlement  or  amount. 

5.  Implements  a  regional  SSA  public 
affairs  program;  and  provides  manage¬ 
ment  support  to  field  operations. 

Dat«d:  January  24,  1975. 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger, 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 

and  Welfare. 

[FR  Doc.75-2762  Filed  1-29-75:8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales  Registration 

[Dockets  Nos.  N-75-260;  74-1441 

INDIAN  MOUNTAIN 

Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that: 

1.  Park  Development  Company,  Me¬ 

ridian  Properties,  Inc.,  W-  H.  Heidtbrink, 
Jr.,  Chairman  of  the  Board,  its  ofB.cers 
and  agents,  hereinafter  referred  to  as 
“Respondent,”  being  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Interstate  Land  Sales  Full 
Disclosme  Act  (Pub.  L.  90-448)  (15 

U.S.C.  1701  et  seq.) ,  received  a  notice  of 
proceedings  and  opportunity  for  hearing 
dated  November  13, 1974,  which  was  sent 
to  the  developer  pursuant  to  15  U.S.C. 
1706(d)  and  24  CFR  1710.45(b)(1)  in¬ 
forming  the  developer  of  information  ob¬ 
tained  by  the  Office  of  Interstate  Land 
Sales  Registration  showing  that  a  change 
had  occurred  which  affected  material 
facts  in  the  Developer’s  Statement  of 
Record  for  Indian  Mountain  Filing  1-24 
and  the  failure  of  the  Developer  to  amend 
the  pertinent  sections  of  the  Statement 
of  Record  and  Property  Report. 

2.  The  Respondent  filed  an  answer  De¬ 
cember  4,  1974,  in  answer  to  the  alle¬ 
gations  of  the  notice  of  proceedings  and 
opportunity  for  a  hearing. 

3.  In  Bald  Answer  the  Respondent  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  aUegatlons  con¬ 
tained  In  the  NoUce  of  Proceedings  and  Op¬ 
portunity  for  a  Hearing. 

4.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  15  njS.C.  1706(d)  and  24  CFR  1720.160(b), 
it  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a  pubUc  hearing 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  evidence  on  the 
questlons.set  forth  In  the  Notice  of  Proceed¬ 
ings  and  Opportunity  for  Hearing  will  be 
held  before  Administrative  Law  Judge  Lewis 
F.  Parker,  in  room  7233,  Department  of  HUD 
Building,  451  7th  Street,  S.W,  Washington, 
D.C.  cm  Febniary  12,  1975  at  10  ajn. 

The  following  time  and  procedure  is 
applicable  to  such  hearing:  All  affidavits 
and  a  list  of  all  witnesses  are  requested 
to  be  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  HUD 
Building,  Room  10150,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410  on  or  before  February  5,  1975. 

6.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above 
scheduled  hearing  shall  be  deemed  a  de¬ 
fault  and  the  pr(x;eeding  shall  be  de¬ 
termined  against  Respondent,  the  alle¬ 
gations  of  which  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
true,  and  an  order  Suspending  the  State¬ 
ment  of  Record,  herein  identified,  shall 
be  issued  pursuant  to  24  CJFR  1710.45(b) 
(1). 

This  Notice  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Respondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  24 
CFR  1720.440. 

Dated:  January  21,  1975. 

By  the  Secretary. 

Lewis  F.  Parker, 
Administrative  Law  Judge, 

[FR  Doc.75-2769  Filed  1-29-76:8:45  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
[75-0251 

DEEPWATER  PORTS 

Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  on 
Regulations 

This  notice  extends  the  period  for  com¬ 
ment  on  the  Draft  Environmental  Im¬ 
pact  Statement  (EIS)  relating  to  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  to  be  issued  under  the 
Deepwater  Port  Act  of  1974,  Pub.  L.  93- 
627,  imtil  45  days  after  the  publication 
of  the  prc^osed  regulations.  Notice  of  the 
draft  EIS  was  published  in  the  January 
13,  1975,  issue  of  the  Federal  Register 
(40  FR  2468) .  It  is  anticipated  that  the 
proposed  regulations  will  be  published 
about  February  14, 1975. 

Dated:  January  21, 1975. 

K.  G.  WiMAN, 
Captain,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Manager,  Deepwater  Ports  Project, 
[FR  Doc.75-2853  FUed  l-29-75;8:45  ami 


Federal  Aviation  Administration 

[Docket  Nos.  13243  and  14234;  Reference 
Notice  Nos.  74-39  &  74-40] 

NOISE  STANDARDS  FOR  PROPELLER 
DRIVEN  SMALL  AIRPLANES  AND  NOISE 
ABATEMENT  MINIMUM  ALTITUDES  FOR 
TURBOJET  POWERED  AIRPLANES  IN 
TERMINAL  AREAS 

Public  Hearings 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
will  hold  public  hearings  March  3-5, 
1975,  on  two  proposed  amendments  to 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Chapter  I)  submitted  to  the  FAA 
by  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  under  section  611(c)(1)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended 
by  ttie  Noise  Control  Act  ol  1972  (Public 
Law  92-574) .  These  hearings  will  afford 
interested  persons  the  opportunity  to 
present  views,  data,  and  arguments  re¬ 
garding  the  substance  and  Issues  raised 
in  the  proposals  contained  in  notice  74- 
39,  “Noise  Standards  for  Propeller 
Driven  Small  Airplanes”  (40  PR  1061; 
January  6,  1975)  and  notice  74-40, 
“Noise  Abatement  Minimum  Altitudes 
for  Turtwjet  Powered  Airplanes  in 
Terminal  Areas”  (40  FR  1072;  Janu¬ 
ary  6.  1975). 

These  hearings  will  be  conducted  in 
the  Auditorium  on  the  3rd  Floor  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  Build¬ 
ing,  800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  convening  at  9  ajn. 
each  day,  according  to  the  following 
schedule: 

March  3  &  4,  “Noise  Standards  for  Pro¬ 
peller  Driven  SmaU  Aircraft”:  Notice  74-39 
(40  FR  1061;  January  6,  1975;  Docket  No. 
13243) . 

March  6,  “Noise  Abatement  Minimum 
Altitudes  for  Turbojet  Powered  Airplanes 


In  Terminal  Areas”:  Notice  74-40  (40  FR 
1072;  January  6,  1975;  Docket  No.  14234) . 

In  the  event  that  there  is  response  to 
this  notice  that  exceeds  the  time  allotted 
to  either  hearing,  that  hearing  wiU  be 
continued  to  March  6,  1975,  in  the  FAA 
Auditorium. 

The  hearings  will  be  informal  in  na¬ 
ture  and  will  be  conducted  by  a  desig¬ 
nated  representative  of  the  Administra¬ 
tor  under  14  CTFR  11.33.  At  each  hearing 
FAA  spokesmen  will  make  a  brief  open¬ 
ing  statement  regarding  the  proiMsals 
contained  in  the  respective  Notices.  Since 
the  hearings  will  not  be  evidentiary  or 
judicial  in  nature,  there  will  be  no  cross- 
examination  or  other  adjudicatory  pro¬ 
cedure  applied  to  the  presentations. 
However,  interested  persons  wishing  to 
make  rebuttal  statements  will  be  given 
an  opportimity  to  do  so  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  presentations  in  the  same  order 
in  which  initial  statements  are  made. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  at¬ 
tend  the  hearings  and  to  particUi&te  by 
making  oral  or  written  statements  con¬ 
cerning  the  respective  proposals.  Written 
statements  should  be  sulnnitted  in  dup¬ 
licate  and  will  be  made  a  part  of  the 
regulatory  docket  of  each  proposed 
amendment.  Persons  wishing  to  make 
oral  statements  at  one  or  both  of  the 
hearings  must  notify  the  FAA  as  to 
which  proceeding  and  the  date  they 
desire  to  be  heard,  and  indicate  the 
amoimt  of  time  requested  for  their  in¬ 
itial  statements.  Presentations  will  be 
scheduled  on  a  first-come-first-served 
basis,  as  time  may  [>ermit.  Requests  to  . 
be  heard  should  be  addressed:  “Atten¬ 
tion:  Presiding  Officer,  Public  Hearing 
on  Notice  74-(“39”  or  “40,”  as  may  be 
appropriate).  Office  of  the  Chief  Coun¬ 
sel,  Rules  Docket,  AaC-24.  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  800  Independ¬ 
ence  Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591.” 

In  addition  to  material  presented  for 
the  purpose  of  the  hearings,  persons  not 
participating  in  the  hearings  are  invited 
to  sulnnit  relevant  written  comments  to 
the  regulatory  docket  established  lor 
each  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making. 
As  stated  in  those  notices,  such  written 
comments  should  identify  the  notice  or 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in  du¬ 
plicate  to:  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel, 
Rules  Docket,  AGC-24,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  The 
closing  date  for  submitting  written  com¬ 
ments  is  March  7,  1975.  All  comments 
will  be  available  for  examination  in  the 
FAA  Rules  Docket  both  before  and  after 
the  closing  date  for  comments. 

Notice  74-39  and  Notice  74-40  were 
Issued  by  the  FAA  in  accordance  with 
section  611(c)  (1)  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  by  the 
Noise  Control  Act  of  1972  (PL  92-574). 
Each  Notice  contains  proposed  regula¬ 
tions  submitted  to  the  FAA  by  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  to  pro- 
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vide  such  control  and  abatement  of  air¬ 
craft  noise  as  EPA  determines  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  protect  the  public  health  and 
welfare.  The  Notices  present  the  back¬ 
ground  of  the  respective  proposals  and 
contain  the  material  that  is  the  subject 
of  the  public  hearing.  While  all  relevant 
comments  are  of  interest,  the  PAA  spe¬ 
cifically  invites  relevant  statements  or 
comments  concerning  the  following: 

(a)  Available  data  relating  to  aircraft 
noise,  including  the  results  of  research, 
development,  testing,  and  related  evalua¬ 
tion  activities. 

(b)  The  views  and  positions  of  other 
Federal,  State,  and  Interstate  agencies. 

(C)  Whether  the  proposed  regulations 
would  be  consistent  with  the  highest  de¬ 
gree  of  safety  in  air  commerce  and  air 
transportation  in  the  public  interest. 

(d)  Whether  the  proposed  regulations 
would  be — 

(1)  economically  reasonable; 

(2)  technologically  practicable;  and 

(3)  appropriate  for  the  particular 
types  of  aircraft,  aircraft  engine,  ap¬ 
pliance,  or  certificate  to  which  they  would 
apply. 

(e)  the  extent  to  which  the  proposed 
regulations  would  contribute  to  provid¬ 
ing  protection  to  the  public  health  and 
welfare  and  to  carrying  out  the  other 
purposes  of  section  611  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended. 

(f)  The  overall  environmental  im¬ 
pacts  of  the  proposed  regulations  (in¬ 
cluding  environmental  factors  other 
than  noise) . 

Before  taking  further  action  undw 
section  611(c)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  the  FAA  will  consider  aU 
statements  presented  at  the  hearings  and 
all  relevant  written  statements  and  com¬ 
ments  submitted  and  made  part  of  the 
regulatory  dockets.  The  specific  terms 
and  substance  of  proposals  contained  in 
the  respective  notices  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  those  statements  and  com¬ 
ments  presented. 

A  transcript  of  the  hearings  will  be 
made  and  anyone  may  purchase  a  copy 
of  them  from  the  reporter.  A  transcript 
of  the  hearings  will  be  available  for  ex¬ 
amination  in  the  respective  rules  dockets. 

Axithoritt:  [Sec.  307(a)  and  (c),  313(a), 
601,  603,  604,  605,  and  611  (c)  ol  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C. 
1348(a)  and  (c),  1354(a),  1421,  1423,  1424, 
1425,  and  1431(c)),  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Tranaix>rtation  Act  (49  n.S.C.  1655 

(c) ,  6  UB.C.  553(b)  and  (c),  and  44  UA.C. 
1508]. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  27,  1975. 

Raymond  G.  Belanger, 
Director,  Air  Traffic  Service. 

Charles  R.  Foster, 
Director  of  Environmental  Quality. 
[FB.  Doc.76-2861  Piled  l-29-76;8:46  am] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

LIQUID  METAL  FAST  BREEDER 
REACTOR  PROGRAM 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Proposed  Final 
Environmental  Statement 

Correction 

FR  Doc.  75-2041,  which  appeared  at 
page  3804  of  the  issue  for  Friday,  Janu¬ 
ary  24,  1975,  was  inadvertently  placed 
imder  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion.  It  should  have  been  carried  under 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  as  set 
forth  above,  and  the  last  line  of  the 
document,  reading  “For  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission.”  should  read 
“For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission”. 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  26510] 

DOMESTIC  NIGHT  COACH  FARE 
INVESTIGATION 

Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
matter  is  assigned  to  be  held  on  March  5, 
1975,  at  10  a.m.  (local  time),  in  Room 
726,  Universal  Building,  1825  Connecti¬ 
cut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  be¬ 
fore  Administrative  Law  Judge  Greer  M. 
Murphy. 

In  order  to  facilitate  the  conduct  of 
the  conference,  parties  are  instructed  to 
submit  one  copy  to  each  party  and  four 
copies  to  the  Judge  of  (1)  proposed 
statements  of  issues;  (2)  proposed  stipu¬ 
lations;  (3)  requests  for  information;  (4) 
statement  of  positions  of  parties;  and 
(5)  proposed  procedural  dates.  The  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Economics  will  circulate  its  ma¬ 
terial  on  or  before  February  10,  1975, 
and  the  other  parties  on  or  before  Febru¬ 
ary  21,  1975.  The  submissions  of  the 
other  partied  shall  be  limited  to  points 
on  which  they  differ  with  the  Bureau  of 
Economics,  and  shall  follow  the  niunber- 
ing  and  lettering  used  by  the  Bureau  to 
facilitate  cross-referencing. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Janu¬ 
ary  24,  1975. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Park, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FB  Doc.75-2832  Filed  1-29-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  23080-2;  Order  75-1-105] 

PRIORITY  AND  NONPRIORITY  DOMESTIC 
SERVICE  MAIL  RATES 

Order  Reclassifying  Stations  * 

Issued  under  delegated  authority  Jan¬ 
uary  27, 1975. 

Order  74-9-83,  dated  Septemebr  24, 
1974,  and  effective  October  12, 1974,  clas¬ 
sified  the  stations  for  the  purposes  of  the 
multielement  service  mail  rate  formulas 
applicable  to  the  transportation  of  sack 


mail  and  for  standard  and  dayll^t  con¬ 
tainer  mail.  Upon  review  of  the  revenue 
tons  enplaned  by  stations  for  the  year 
ended  September  30,  1974,  the  Board 
finds  that  certain  stations  require 
reclassification.  * 

The  multielement  service  mail  rate  for¬ 
mulas,^  which  were  designed  to  provide 
a  uniform  rate  of  pay  for  like  mail  serv¬ 
ice,  are  comprised  of  a  linehaul  rate  and 
a  terminal  charge  which  varies  by  class 
of  station.*  These  are  applicable  to  both 
sack  and  container  mail. 

The  orders  fixing  the  multielement 
service  mail  rates  provide  for  the  reclas¬ 
sification  of  stations,  without  disturbing 
the  overall  rate  structure,  when  the  rev¬ 
enue  tons  enplaned  at  the  stations  in 
question  bring  such  stations  within  a 
different  class. 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s  regulations, 
14  CP’R  385.16(c) ;  it  is  foimd  that: 

1.  The  present  classification  of  sta¬ 
tions  should  be  amended,  based  on  the 
volume  of  on-line  revenue  tons  enplaned 
during  the  year  ended  September  30, 
1974,’  to  bring  certain  stations  within  the 
new  classifications  shown  in  the  Appen¬ 
dix. 

2.  Such  reclassifications  should  be 
made  effective  February  1,  1975,  which 
date  will  be  the  first  day  of  the  next 
28-day  U.S.  Postal  Service  Accounting- 
Period. 

3.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  lists  of 
stations  included  in  the  Appendix  at¬ 
tached  to  Order  74-9-83  for  the  station 
classes  should  be  amended  to  refiect  the 
new  classifications  designated  herein. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  delegated 
authority  referred  to  above. 

It  is  ordered  that:  1.  Effective  Febru¬ 
ary  1, 1975,  the  stations  included  in  each 
of  the  station  classes  should  be  as  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  Appendix  attached  hereto, 
provided  That  any  station  not  listed  in 
the  Appendix  shall  be  classified  as  a  Class 
Z  station; 

2.  Effective  February  1,  1975,  the  Ap¬ 
pendix  attached  to  Order  74-9-83  shall 
be  superseded  by  the  Appendix  attached 
hereto;  and 


^  Order  74-1-89,  January  16,  1974,  as 
amended,  fixed  temporary  service  maU  rates 
for  sack  mall  and  for  standard  and  daylight 
container  mall,  effective  on  and  after 
March  28,  1973. 

*As  set  forth  in  Order  74-6  82,  May  16, 
1974,  and  incorporated  by  reference  in  Order 
74-9-83,  the  standards  for  station  classifica¬ 
tion  are  as  follows: 

Total  revenue  tons 
Class  of  stations :  enplaned  per  year 

X _  27,000  and  over. 

Y_— _ 5,400  to  26,999. 

Z _  5,399  or  less. 

*  Traffic  data  for  12  months  ended  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1974,  cover  the  most  recent  12- 
month  period  for  which  an  official  compila¬ 
tion  is  available. 


[ 
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3.  This  order  be  served  up<m  all  parties 
In  Docket  23080-2. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  Regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may 
file  such  petitions  within  seven  days  af¬ 
ter  the  date  of  service  of  this  order. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  and  be¬ 
come  the  action  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  upon  expiration  of  the  above  pe¬ 
riod  unless  within  such  period  a  petition 
for  review  thereof  is  filed,  or  the  Board 
gives  notice  that  it  will  review  this  order 
on  its  own  motion. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 

Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

Classification  of  Stations  for  Dirrmia- 
NATioN  or  Air  Mau.  Terminal  Charges 

CLASS  Z  STATIONS 

Akron/Canton,  CHiio 

Albany,  New  York 

Albuquerque,  New  Mexico 

Anchorage,  Alaska 

Atlanta,  Georgia 

Austin,  Texas 

Baltimore,  Maryland 

Billings,  Montana 

Birmingham,  Alabama 

Boise,  Idaho 

Boston,  Massachusetts 

Buffalo  and  Niagara  Falls,  New  York 

Charleston,  South  Carolina 

Charlotte,  North  Carolina 

Chicago,  Illinois 

Cincinnati,  Ohio 

Cleveland,  Ohio 

Colorado  Springs,  Colorado 

Coltimbia,  South  Carolina 

Columbus,  Ohio 

Dallas  and  Ft.  Worth,  Texas 

Dayton,  Ohio 

Denver,  Colorado 

Des  Moines,  Iowa 

Detroit  and  Ann  Arbor,  Michigan 

El  Paso,  Texas 

Fairbanks,  Alaska 

Fort  Lauderdale,  Florida 

Fresno,  California 

Grand  Rapids,  Michigan 

Green  Bay/ClintonvUle,  Wls, 

Greensboro/Higb  Point,  N.C. 

Greenville  and  Spartanburg,  S.C. 

Hamilton,  Bermuda 
Harrteburg/York,  Pa. 
Hartford/Springfield/Westfleld,  Conn. 

HUo,  Hawaii,  Hawaii 
Honolulu,  Oahu,  HawaU 
Houston,  Texas 
Indianapolis,  Indiana 
Jackson-Vicksburg,  Miss. 

Jacksonville,  Florida 

Kansas  City,  Missouri 

Knoxville,  Tennessee 

Las  Vegas,  Nevada 

Little  Rock,  Arkansas 

Los  Angeles/Long  Beach,  Calif. 

Louisville,  Kentucky 
Madison,  Wisconsin 
Memphis,  Tennessee 
Mexico  City,  Mexico 
Miami,  Florida 
MUwaukee,  Wisconsin 
Mlnneapolls/St.  Paul,  Minnesota 
Moline,  Illlnols/Davenport,  Iowa 
Montreal,  Quebec,  Canada 
Nashville,  Tennessee 
Nassau,  Bahamas 
Newark,  New  Jersey 
New  Orleans,  Louisiana 
New  York,  New  York 

Norfolk/Virginia  Beach/Portsmouth,  Va. 
Oakland,  California 


Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma 
Omaha,  Nebraska  i 

Ontario  A  San.  Bernardino,  OaL 
Orlando,  Florida 
Philadelphia,  Pa./Camden,  VJ, 

Phoenix.  Arizona 

Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania  > 

Portland,  C^egon 
Providence,  Rhode  Island 
Ralelgh/Dvirham,  North  Carolina 
Reno,  Nevada 
Richmond,  Virginia 
Roanoke,  Virginia 
Rochester.  New  York 
Sacramento,  California 
8t.  Louis,  Missouri 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
San  Antonio,  Texas 
San  Diego,  California 
San  Francisco,  California 
San  Jose,  California 
San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico 
Sarasota/Bradenton.  Florida 
Seattle/Tacoma,  Washington 
Shreveport,  Louisiana 
Spokane.  Washington 
Syracuse,  New  York 

Tampa  &  St.  Petersburg/Clearwater  k  Lake¬ 
land,  Fla. 

Toledo,  Ohio 

Toronto,  Ontario,  Canada 
Tucson,  Arizona 
Tulsa,  Oklahoma 

Vancouver,  British  Columbia,  Canada 
Washington,  District  of  Columbia 
West  Palm  Beach/Palm  Beach,  Fla. 

Wichita,  Kansas 

*  class  y  stations 

Acapulco,  Mexico 
Agana  Nas,  Guam  Islemd 
Albany,  Georgia 
Alexandria,  Louisiana 
Allentown/Bethlehem/Easton,  Pa. 

Amarillo,  Texas 
Asheville,  North  Carolina 
Ashland,  Ky  ./Huntington,  W.  Va. 

Augusta,  Georgia 
Bakersfield,  California 
Bangor,  Maine 
Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana 
Binghamton/ Endct/Jhnsn  Cty,  N.Y. 
Blsmarck/Mandan,  North  Dakota 
Brlst<d/Kn^rt/ Jhnsn  Cty,  Tenn. 
Brownsville.  Texas 
Burbank,  California 
Burlington,  Vermont 
Calgary,  Alberta,  Canada 
Casper,  Wyoming 
Cedar  Raplds/Iowa  City,  Iowa 
Champalgn/Urbana,  Illinois 
Charleston/Dunbar,  West  Vliginla 
Charlotte  Amalie,  Virgin  Is.,  UB. 
Chattanooga,  Tennessee 
Christians^,  St.  Croix,  V.I.,  U.S. 

Columbus,  Georgia 
Corpus  Chrlstl,  Texas 
Daytona  Beach,  Florida  • 

Dothan.  Alabama 
Duluth,  Mlnn./Superior,  Wls. 

Eglln  Air  Force  Base,  Florida 
Elmlra/Comlng,  New  York 
Erie.  Pennsylvania 
Eugene,  Oregon 
Eureka/ Areata,  California 
Evansville,  Indiana 
Fargo,  N.D./Moorhead,  Minnesota 
Fayetteville,  North  Carolina 
Flint,  Michigan 
Fort  Myers,  Florida 
Fort  Smith,  Arkansas 
Fort  Wayne,  Indiana 
Freeport,  Bahamas 
Gainesville,  Florida 
Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota 
Grand  Junction,  Colorado 
Great  Falls,  Montana 
Gulfport/Blloxl,  Mississippi 
Huntsville  &  Decatur,  Alabama 


Idaho  Falls,  Idaho 
Indlo/Palm  Springs,  Callfomla 
l^p.  Long  Island,  New  York 
Jc^lln,  Missouri 
Juneau.  Alaska 

Kalamaaoo-Battle  Creek.  Mich. 

Ketchikan.  Alaska 

Kingston.  Jamaica 

Lafayette.  Louisiana 

Lansing,  Michigan 

Lexington /Frankfort,  Kentucky 

Lincoln,  Nebraska 

Lubbock,  Texas 

Lynchburg,  Virginia 

Macon,  Georgia 

Medford,  Oregon 

Melbourne,  Florida 

Midland/Odessa.  Texas 

Minot,  North  Dakota 

Mission /McAllen/Edinburg,  Texas 

Missoula,  Montana 

Mobile,  Alabama 

Monroe,  Louisiana 

Montego  Bay,  Jamaica 

Montgomery,  Alabama 

Muskegon.  Michigan 

Newport  News/Hampton,  Virginia 

Oshkosh/ Appleton,  Wisconsin 

Panama  City,  Florida 

Pasoo/Kennewlck/Richland.  Wash. 

Pensacola,  Florida 

Peoria,  Illinois 

PcHTtland,  Maine 

Rapid  City,  South  Dakota 

Rochester,  Minnesota 

Saglnaw/Bay  City/Midland,  Mich. 

Salinas/Monterey,  Callfomla 

Santa  Ana/Laguna  Beach,  Calif. 

Santa  Barbara,  California 

Santo  Domingo,  Dominican  Rep. 

Savannah,  Georgia 

Scranton/Wllkes-Barre,  Penna. 

Sioux  City,  Iowa 
Sioux  Falls,  South  Dakota 
South  Bend,  Indiana 
Springfield,  Illinois 
Springfield,  Missouri  • 

Tallahassee,  Florida 
Traverse  City,  Michigan 
Waterloo.  Iowa 

Wausau/Marshfield,  Wisconsin 
Wilmington,  North  Carolina 
Winnipeg,  Manitoba,  Canada 
Winston-Salem,  North  Carolina 
Yakima,  Washington 
Youngstown,  Ohio 

CLASS  Z  stations 

Aberdeen,  South  Dakota 
Aberdeen/ Hoquiam,  Washington 
Abilene,  Texas 

Alamogordo/Holloman  AFB,  N.  Mez. 
Alamosa,  Colorado 
Alliance,  Nebraska 
Alpena,  Michigan 
Altoona,  Pennsylvania 
Anderson,  South  Carolina 
Anniston,  Alabama 
Apple  Valley,  Callfomla 
Aruba,  Netherlands  Antilles 
Aspen,  Colorado 

Astoria/Seaside,  Oregon  ^  , 

Athens,  Georgia 
Bridgetown,  Barbados 
BarUesvUle,  Oklahcmia 
Beaumont/Port  Arthur.  Texas 
Beckley,  West  Virginia 
Belolt/Janesvllle,  Wisconsin 
Bemldjl,  Minnesota 
•Bend/Redmond,  Oregon 
Benton  Harbor/St.  Joseph,  Mich. 
Big  Spring,  Texas 
Bloomington,  Illinois 
Blythe,  California 
Bozeman,  Montana 
Bradford,  Pennsylvania 
Bralnerd,  Minnesota 
Bridgeport,  Connecticut 
Brookings,  South  Dakota 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  21 — THURSDAY,  JANUARY  30,  1975 


NOTICES 


4481 


Brownwood,  Texas 
Brunswick,  Georgia 
Burlington,  lows 
Butte,  Montana 
Cape  Girardeau,  &nssouTl 
Carlsbad,  New  Mexico 
Cedar  City,  Utah 
Chadron,  Nebraska 
Charlottesville,  Virginia 
Cheyenne,  Wyoming 
Chico,  California 
Chisholm/Hlbblng,  Minnesota 
Clarksburg/Palrmont,  W.  Virginia 
Clarksvle/Pt.  Cam/Hopksvle,  Tenn. 
Clinton,  Iowa 
Clovis,  New  Mexico 
Columbia/ Jefferson  City,  Mo. 

Columbus,  Mississippi 

Columbus,  Nebraska 

Cordova,  Alaska 

Cortez,  Colorado 

Crescent  City,  California 

Crossvllle,  Tennessee 

Curacao,  Netherlands  Antilles 

Danville,  Virginia 

Decatur,  Illinois 

Devils  Lake,  North  Dakota 

Dubuque,  Iowa 

Durango,  Colorado  p 

Eau  Claire,  Wisconsin 

El  Centro,  California 

El  Dorado/Camden,  Arkansas 

Elko,  Nevada 

Ely,  Nevada 

Enid,  Oklahoma 

Ephrata/Moses  Lake,  Washington 

Escanaba,  Michigan 

Fairmont,  Minnesota 

Farmington,  New  Mexico 

Fayetteville,  Arkansas 

Flagstaff.  Arizona 

Florence/Sheffeld/Tusc.,  Alabama 

Florence,  South  Carolina 

Fort  De  France,  Martinique 

Port  Dodge.  Iowa 

Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Missouri 

Gadsden,  Alabama 

Galesburg,  Illinois 

Gallup.  New  Mexico 

Garden  City,  Kansas 

Glasgow,  Montana 

Glendive,  Montana 

Glens  Falls,  New  York 

Goldsboro,  North  Carolina 

Goodland,  Kansas 

Grand  Canyon,  Arizona 

Grand  Island.  Nebraska 

Greenbrler/Wh.  Sulphur  Spg.,  W.  Va. 

Greenville,  Mississippi 

Greenwood,  Mississippi 

Greenwood,  South  Carolina 

Guadalajara,  Mexico 

Gua3nnas,  Mexico 

Gunnison,  Colorado 

Hancock/Houghton,  Michigan 

Harllngen/San  Benito,  Texah 

Harrison,  Arkansas 

Hastings,  Nebraska 

Havre,  Montana 

Hays,  Kansas 

Helena,  Montana 

Hickory,  North  Carolina 

Hobbs,  New  Mexico 

Hot  Springs,  Arkansas 

Hot  Springs,  Virginia 

Huron,  South  Dakota 

Hyannis,  Massachusetts 

Imperial,  California 

Independence/Oofyvle/Parsons,  Kans. 

International  Falls,  Minnesota 

Iron  Mountaln/Kingsfd,  Michigan 

Iron  wood,  Mich  ./Ashland,  Wis. 

Ithaca/Cortland,  New  York 

Jackson.  Michigan 

Jackson,  Tennessee 

Jackson,  Wyoming 

Jacksonvllle/Camp  Lejeune,  N.C, 

Jamestown,  New  York 


Jamestown,  North  Dakota 
Johnstown.  Pennsylvania 
Jonesboro,  Arkansas 
Kallspell,  Montana 
Kearney,  Nebraska 
Keene,  New  Hampshire 
Kingman,  Arizona 
Kinston,  North  Oarcdlna 
Klrksvllle,  Missouri 
Klamath  Falls.  Oregon 
La  Crosse,  Wisconsin 
Lafayette,  Indiana 
Lake  Charles,  Louisiana 
Lake  Havasu  City,  Arizona 
Lake  of  the  Ozarks,  Missouri 
Lake  Tahoe,  California 
Lamar,  Colorado 
La  Paz,  Mexico 
Laramie,  Wyoming 
Laredo,  Texas 

Laurel-Hattlesburg,  Mississippi 
Lawton/Fort  Sill,  Oklahoma 
Lewiston,  Idaho/Clarkston,  Wash, 
Lewlstown,  Montana 
Liberal,  Kan.-Guymon.  Okla. 
London/Corbin,  Kentucky 
Longview/Kllgor/Gladwatr,  Texas 
Lovell/PoweU/Cody,  Wyoming 
Lufkin,  Texas 

Manchester/Concord,  N.  Hampshire 

Manhattan/ Jet.  Cty/Pt.  Rlly,  Kan. 

Manistee/Ludington,  Michigan 

Manitowoc/Sheboygan,  Wisconsin 

Mankato,  Minnesota 

Marinette,  Wls/Menomlnee,  Mich. 

Mafion/Herrln,  Illinois 

Marquette,  Michigan 

Martha’s  Vineyard,  Massachusetts 

Mason  City,  Iowa 

Mattoon/ Charleston,  IHinols 

Mazatlan,  Mexico 

McCock,  Nebraska 

Merced,  California 

Merida,  Mexico 

Meridian,  Mississippi 

Miles  City,  Montana 

Mitchell,  South  DakoU 

Moab,  Utah 

Modesto,  California 

Monterrey,  Mexico 

Montrose/Delta,  Colorado 

Morgantown,  West  Virginia 

Moultrle/Thomasville.  Georgia 

Mount  Vernon,  Illinois 

Muskogee,  Oklahoma 

Myrtle  Beach,  South  Carolina 

Nantucket,  Massachusetts 

Natchez,  Mississippi 

New  Bedford/Fall  River,  Mass. 

New  Bern  &  Morehd  Cty/Beaufrt,  NC 

New  Haven,  Connecticut 

Norfolk,  Nebraska 

North  Bend/CooB  Bay,  Oregon 

North  Platte.  Nebraska  * 

Olympia,  Washington 

Ottawa,  Ontario,  Canada 

Ottumwa,  Iowa 

Owensboro,  Kentucky 

Paducah.  Kentucky 

Page,  Arizona 

Pago  Pago,  Amerlctm  Samoa 
Palmdale/Lancaster,  California 
Paris,  Texas 

Parkersburg,  W.  Va./Marletta,  Ohio 

PelMon,  Michigan 

Pendleton,  Oregon 

Pierre,  South  Dakota 

Pine  Bl\iff ,  Arkansas 

Plattsburgh,  New  York 

Pocatello,  Idaho 

Polnte  a  Pitre,  Guadeloupe 

Ponape,  Caroline  Islands 

Ponca  City,  Oklahoma 

Ponce,  Puerto  Rico 

Port  au  Prince,  Haiti 

Port  of  Spain,  Trinidad  &  Tobago 

Presque  Isle/Houlton,  Maine 

Princeton/Bluefleld,  W.  Virginia 


Pueblo,  Colorado 
Puerto  Vallarta,  Mexico 
Pullman,  Wash/Moecow,  Ida. 

Quincy,  Ill/Hannlbal.  Mo.  , 

Red  Bl\iff/Redding,  California 

Rhinelander,  Wisconsin 

Riverton/Lander,  Wyoming 

Rockford,  Illinois 

Rock  Springs.  Wyoming 

Rocky  Moimt,  North  Carolina 

Roswell,  New  Mexico 

St.  Johns,  Antigiia 

St.  Lucia  British  West  Indies 

St.  Martin,  Netherland  Antilles 

Salem,  Oregon 

Salina,  Kansas 

San  Angelo,  Texas 

San  Luis  Obispo/Paso  Robles,  Cal. 

Santa  Marla,  Callfomla 
Santa  Rosa,  California 
Saranac  Lake/Lake  Placid,  N.Y. 

Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Michigan 
Scottsbluff ,  Nebraska 
Shelbyvllle/Tullahoma,  Tenn, 

Sheridan,  Wyoming 

Sidney,  Montana 

Sidney,  Nebraska 

Silver  City/Hiurley,  New  Mexico 

Sitka.  Alaska 

Staunton,  Virginia* 

Steamboat  Springs/Hayden,  Colo. 
Sterling/Rock  Falls,  Illinois 
Stillwater,  Oklahoma 
Stockton,  California 
Temple.  Texas 
Texarkana,  Arkansas 
Thief  River  Falls.  Minnesota 
Thunder  Bay,  Ontario,  Canada 
Tinian,  Mariana  Islands 
Titusville,  Florida 
T(^ka,  E^ansas 
Tupelo,  Mississippi 
Tuscaloosa,  Alabauna 
Twin  Falls,  Idaho 
Tyler,  Texas 

University/Oxford,  Mississippi . 

Utica/Rome,  New  York 
Valdosta,  Georgia 
Vernal,  Utah 
Visalia,  California 
Waco,  Texas 

Walla  Walla.  Washington 

Watertown,  New  YOTk 

Watertown,  South  Dakota 

Wenatchee,  Washington 

West  Yellowstone,  Montana 

White  Plains,  New  York 

White  River  Jun./Lebanon,  New  Hampshire 

Wichita  Palls,  Texas 

Williamsport,  Pennsylvania 

Wmiston,  North  Dakota 

Wilmington,  Delaware 

Winslow,  Arizona 

Wolf  Point,  Montana 

Worcester,  Massachusetts 

Worland,  Wyoming 

Worthington,  klinnesota  • 

Yakutat,  Alaska 
#  Yankton,  South  Dakota 
Yuma,  Arizona 

[PR  Doc.75-2834  Filed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 

MICHIGAN  STATE  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  n.S.  Ckimmission  on  Civil  Rights,  that 
a  Factfinding  meeting  of  the  Michigan 
State  Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  to  this 
Commission  will  convene  at  1  p.m.  on 
February  20,  1975,  in  the  Conference 
Room,  Administration  Building,  School- 
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man,  or  the  Northeastern  Regional  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Commission,  Room  1639,  26 
Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  New  York 
10007. 

The  piupose  of  this  meeting  is  to  dis¬ 
cuss  follow-up  to  public  hearing  and  fol¬ 
low-up  to  release  of  New  York  correc¬ 
tions  report. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Janu¬ 
ary  24,  1975. 

IsAUH  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

IFR  DOC.7&-2767  PUed  1-29-76:8:45  amj 


VIRGINIA  STATE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  n.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights,  that 
a  planning  meeting  of  the  Virginia  State 
Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  to  this  Com¬ 
mission  will  convene  at  1  p.m.  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  20,  1975,  at  West  Virginia  State 
College.  227  Wallace  Hall.  InsUtute,  West 
Virginia. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meeting 
should  contact  the  Committee  Chairman, 
or  the  Mid-Atlantic  Regional  Office  of 


the  Commission,  Room  510,  2120  L 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20425. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  dis¬ 
cuss  sub-committee  repents  on  activities 
In  Alderson,  Pai^ersbUrg,  Wheeling  and 
Kanawha  County.  Also,  to  make  final  de¬ 
cision  on  the  next  project. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Janu¬ 
ary  24,  1975. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

IPR  Doc.76-2768  PUed  l-29-76;8:46  amJ 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

DENTAL  HYGIENIST 

Establishment  of  Minimum  Rate  and  Rate 
Ranges 

Under  authority  of  5  n.S.C.  5303  and 
Executive  Order  11721,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  has  established  a  special 
minimum  salary  rate  and  rate  range  as 
follows: 

(Table  No.  354] 

Occupational  coverage.  OS-682  Dental  Hy¬ 
gienist. 

Geographic  coverage.  Knoxville,  Iowa. 

Effective  date.  Pirst  day  of  the  first  pay 
period  beginning  on  or  after  February  2, 
1976. 


Per  Annum  Rates 

Grade 

1 

2 

3 

4  5  6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

GS-5 . 

..  $10,198 

$10,481 

$10, 7M 

$11,047  $11,330  $11,613 

$11,896 

$12,179 

$12,462 

$12,745 

craft  Community  College,  Liberal  Arts 
Theater.  Livonia,  Michigan  48151. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meeting 
should  contact  the  Committee  Chair¬ 
man,  or  the  Midwestern  Regional  Office 
of  the  Commission,  Room  1428, 230  South 
Dearborn  Street,  Chicago.  Illinois  60604. 

The  purposes  of  this  meeting  shall  be 
(1)  testimony  describing  the  new  Com¬ 
munity  Development,  (2)  Demographic 
description  of  the  Detroit  suburb  of 
Livonia,  Michigan,  (3)  testimony 
describing  the  development  of  Livonia’s 
official  request  for  Community  Develop¬ 
ment  Block  Grant  funds,  (4)  testimony 
describing  expert  responses  to  Livonia’s 
application  for  Community  Development 
fimds,  etc. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Janu¬ 
ary  24, 1975. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

(PR  Doc.75-2765  Filed  1-29-75; 8: 45  am] 


MICHIGAN  STATE  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Closed  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92- 
463,  86  Stat.  707)  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  Michigan  State  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  to  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil 
Rights  will  meet  in  a  closed  session  at  7 
p.m.,  Wednesday,  February  19,  1975,  in 
the  Conference  Room,  Administration 
Building,  Schoolcraft  CXimmunity  Col¬ 
lege,  Livonia,  Michigan  48151. 

The  agenda  will  consist  of  discussions 
briefing  Advisory  Committee  on  antici¬ 
pated  testimony  to  be  heard  in  open  ses¬ 
sion  on  February  20,  1975. 

I  have  determined  that  this  meeting 
would  fall  within  Exemption  (5)  of  5 
U.S.C.  522  (b)  and  that  it  is  essential 
to  close  the  meeting  to  protect  the  free 
exchange  of  internal  views  and  to  avoid 
Interference  with  the  operation  of  the 
Committee. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  24, 1975. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[PR  Doc.75-2766  Filed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


NEW  YORK  STATE  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the  New 
York  State  Advisory  Committee  (SAC) 
to  this  Commission  will  convene  at  12 
noon,  on  February  26,  1975,  at  Phelps 
Stokes  F\md  10  E.  87th  Street,  New  York, 
New  York  10028. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meeting 
should  contact  the  Committee  Chair- 


Under  the  provisions  of  section  3-2b, 
Chapter  571,  FPM,  the  agency  may  pay 
the  travel  and  transportation  expenses 
to  first  post  of  duty,  under  5  U.S.C.  5723, 
of  new  appointees  to  positions  cited. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Commissioners. 
(PR  Doc.75-2602  Filed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES  PAY  COUNCIL 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  Public 
Law  92-463,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Coimcil  will 
meet  at  2  p.m.  on  Wednesday,  March  5, 
1975.  This  meeting  will  be  held  in  room 
5323  of  the  U.S.  Civil  Service  Commission 
building,  1900  E.  Street,  NW.,  and  will 
consist  of  continued  discussions  on  the 
fiscal  year  1976  comparability  adjustment 
for  the  statutory  pay  systems  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  (jtovemment. 

The  Chairman  of  the  U.S.  Civil  Service 
Commission  is  responsible  for  the  making 
of  determinations  imder  section  10(d)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  as 
to  whether  or  not  meetings  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Employees  Pay  Council  shall  be  open 
to  the  public.  He  has  determined  that  this 
meeting  will  consist  of  exchanges  of 


opinions  and  information  which,  if  writ¬ 
ten,  would  fall  within  exemptions  (2)  or 
(5)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b).  Therefore,  this 
meeting  will  not  be  open  to  the  public. 

For  the  President’s  Agent. 

Richard  H.  Hall, 
Advisory  Committee  Manage¬ 
ment  Officer  for  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  Agent. 

(PR  Doc.75-2831  Piled  1-29-76:8:46  am] 


COST  ACCOUNTING  STANDARDS 
BOARD 

EVALUATION  CONFERENCE  ON  PROMUL¬ 
GATED  STANDARDS  AND  REGULATIONS 

Establishment  of  Time  and  Place 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  Cost  Ac- 
coimting  Standards  Board  Evaluation 
Conference  on  Promulgated  Standards 
and  Regulations.  This  notice  states  the 
procedures  to  be  followed  in  that  Con¬ 
ference,  as  well  as  establishing  the  time 
and  place  for  it. 

In  its  research  preceding  promulgation 
of  Cost  Accounting  Standards  and  its 
rules  and  regulations,  the  Cost  Account¬ 
ing  Standards  Board  Invites  public  re¬ 
sponse  to  its  proposals,  and  the  Board  re¬ 
ceives  numerous  and  detailed  comments 
concerning  them.  Subsequently,  as  part 
of  the  annual  reports  made  by  relevant 
Federal  agencies,  the  Board  receives  an 
evaluation  of  ways  in  which  the  agencies 
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believe  that  the  Board’s  Standards,  rules 
and  regulations  might  be  revised  to  im¬ 
prove  their  effectiveness,  to  facilitate  the 
conduct  of  negotiations,  and  to  facilitate 
the  effectiveness  of  the  audit  fimctions. 
The  Board  has  periodically  invited  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  defense  contractors  and  of 
professional  and  industry  associations  to 
Board  meetings  to  discuss  particular  con¬ 
cerns  of  those  representatives,  including 
from  time  to  time  their  evaluation  of 
promxilgated  Standards  and  regulations. 

The  Board,  however,  does  not  have  a 
formally  established  procedure  for  re¬ 
ceiving  evaluations  of  promulgated 
Standards  and  regulations  from  private 
firms,  professional  associations,  or  other 
associations  and  persons  outside  of  the 
Government  who  are  concerned  with  the 
effectiveness  of  the  Board’s  Standards, 
rules  and  regulations.  It  is  to  provide  for 
receiving  such  evaluations  that  the  Board 
is  conducting  this  Evaluation  Conference 
on  Promulgated  Standards  and  Regula¬ 
tions. 

Place,  Time,  and  Duration  of  the  Con¬ 
ference.  The  conference  will  be  held  at 
the  Hyatt  Regency  O’Hare  Hotel,  River 
Road  at  Kennedy  Expressway,  Rose- 
mont,  Illinois  60018.  This  location  is  ad¬ 
jacent  to  O’Hare  International  Airport 
serving  Chicago,  Illinois. 

’The  Conference  will  commence  at  9 
a.m.  on  June  11, 1975. 

’The  Conference  will  last  for  two  days. 
General  Scope  of  the  Conference.  'The 
Conference  is  held  to  receive  suggestions 
and  recommendations  for  revising  pro¬ 
mulgated  Cost  Accoimting  Standards, 
niles  and  regvilations  of  the  Board,  in 
order  (1)  to  improve  their  effectiveness, 
(2)  to  facilitate  the  conduct  of  contract 
negotiations,  and  (3)  to  facilitate  the 
effectiveness  of  the  audit  functions. 

The  Board  desires  that  to  the  extent 
possible  each  suggestion  or  recommenda¬ 
tion  be  substantiated  through  use  of  ex¬ 
amples  and  actual  data  derived  from  ex¬ 
perience  to  support  the  logic  of  the 
suggestions  or  recommendations. 

The  Board  particularly  desires  to  re¬ 
ceive  suggestions  and  recommendations 
from  Government  prime  contractors  and 
subcontractors,  in  keeping  with  the 
Board’s  desire  to  be  informed  of  the 
actual  impact  of  its  regulations  and 
Cost  Accoimting  Standards  in  specific 
contractual  situations. 

Since  the  Board  wishes  the  Confer¬ 
ence  to  focus  on  experience  in  the  use  of 
promulgated  Standards  and  regulations, 
the  Conference  will  be  limited  to  a  re¬ 
view  of  the  following  Board  Standards 
and  regulations,  all  of  which  will  have 
been  effective  for  about  one  year  prior 
to  the  time  of  the  Conference : 

Contract  Regulation  (4  CPR,  Part  331) 
Disclosure  Regulation  (4  CPR,  Part  351) 
Standard  Number  401 — CONSISTENCY  IN 
ESTIMATING,  ACCUMULATING  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  COSTS. 

Standard  Number  402 — CONSISTENCY  IN 
ALLOCATING  COSTS  INCURRED  FOR 
THE  SAME  PURPOSE. 

Standard  Number  403 — ALLOCATION  OP 
HOME  OFFICE  EXPENSES  TO  SEGMENTS. 
Standard  Number  404 — CAPITALIZATION 
OF  TANGIBLE  ASSETS. 

Standard  Number  405— ACCOUNTING  FOR 
UNALLOWABLE  COSTS. 


Standard  Number  406 — COST  ACCOUNTING 
PERIOD. 

Since  the  Board  is  interested  in  the  im¬ 
pact  and  effectiveness  of  aU  of  these 
Standards  and  regulations,  participants 
are  invited  to  discuss  all  six  of  these 
Standards  and  the  two  regulations  indi¬ 
cated  above. 

Those  Invited  to  Participate.  Persons 
appearing  on  their  own  behalf  or  as 
representatives  of  firms,  companies,  col¬ 
leges  or  imiversities,  professional  asso¬ 
ciations,  departments  or  agencies  of 
Government,  or  other  interested  groups 
may  all  participate. 

Attendance  at  the  Conference.  The 
Conference  shall  be  open  to  the  public, 
and  all  interested  persons  are  Invited  to 
attend.  In  order  to  allow  the  Board  to 
make  appropriate  arrangements  for  the 
Conference  meeting  room,  anyone  vdio 
will  attend  the  Conference,  either  as  a 
participant  or  as  an  observer,  is  asked 
to  notify  the  Administrative  Officer  of 
the  Board  of  that  fact  prior  to  June  9, 
1975.  record  of  the  Proceedings  will  be 
kept  and  may  be  inspected  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Board,  441  G  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 20548. 

Written  Presentations.  Persons  who 
do  not  wish  to  appear  in  person  but  who 
do  wish  to  submit  written  statements 
to  the  Evaluation  Conference  may  do  so. 
Such  statements  must  arrive  at  the  of¬ 
fice  of  the  Board  no  later  than  June  10, 
1975,  in  order  to  be  included  in  the  record 
of  the  Conference. 

Oral  Presentations.  Oral  presentations 
by  participants  shall  be  no  more  than 
10  minutes  in  duration.  Oral  presenta¬ 
tions  may  be  followed  by  questions  from 
Board  Members  and  the  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Board,  for  no  more  than 
20  minutes. 

Persons  wishing  to  make  an  oral  pres¬ 
entation  at  the  Conference  must  notify 
the  Executive  Secretary  of  the  Board  in 
writing  of  this  fact  no  later  than  April  21, 
1975.  After  receipt  of  such  notifications, 
the  Executive  Secretary  will  inform  every 
person  providing  such  a  notification  of 
the  day  and  probable  time  of  his  appear¬ 
ance  at  the  Conference. 

Anyone  making  a  presentation  in  per¬ 
son  to  the  Conference  must  provide  10 
written  copies  of  his  presentation  to  the 
Board  by  May  26,  1975.  Examples  and 
actual  data  to  be  used  in  the  presenta¬ 
tion  should  if  .possible  be  included. 

Arthur  Schoenhaut, 
Executive  Secretary. 
IFR  Doc.75-2805  Filed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 

INDEXES 

Maintenance  and  Publication 

Pub.  L.  93-502  provides  for  mainten¬ 
ance  and  publication  of  indexes  of  cer¬ 
tain  materials  as  described  in  5  U.S.C. 
552(a)  (2).  At  the  present  time,  no  such 
materials  have  been  generated  by  the 
Cost  Accounting  Standards  Board.  More¬ 
over,  it  is  not  anticipated  that  such  ma¬ 
terial  will  be  generated  by  the  Board. 

Accordingly  it  is  hereby  determined 
that  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 


of  indexes  of  the  type  described  is  im- 
necessary  and  impractical.  Records  of  the 
Board  nonetheless  shall  remain  available 
for  inspection  and  copying  in  accord 
with  the  Board’s  rules  and  regulation 
set  out  in  4  CFR  Part  303. 

(84  Stat.  796,  sec.  103;  50  U.S.C.  App.  sec. 
2168) 

Arthur  Schoenhaut, 
Executive  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-2857  Piled  1-29-76:8:45  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(F^  328-3] 

EFFLUENT  STANDARDS  AND  WATER 
QUALITY  INFORMATION  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Agenda  and  Notice  of  Public  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  public 
hearing  to  be  held  by  the  Effluent  Stand¬ 
ards  and  Water  Quality  Information  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  established  pursuant 
to  section  515  of  the  Federal  Water  Pol¬ 
lution  Control  Act,  as  amended  (“the 
Act”) ,  33  U.S.C.  1375,  Pub.  L.  92-500,  86 
Stat.  816. 

On  January  21,  1975,  the  Committee 
received  notice  from  the  Administrator  of 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  of 
his  intention  to  propose  regulations  pro¬ 
viding  standards  of  performance  for  new 
sources  imder  section  306  of  the  Act  for 
the  source  category  of  privately  owned 
sewage  treatment  works  which  treat 
wastes  from  primarily  domestic  sources 
and  to  propose  the  application  of  these 
same  standards  to  all  non-federally 
funded  publicly-owned  treatment  facili¬ 
ties.  The  statute  authorizes  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  to  publish  a  no¬ 
tice  of  a  public  hearing  within  10  days 
after  receipt  of  such  notice  and  to  hold 
a  public  hearing  within  30  days.  The 
hearing,  hereby,  will  be  held  on  March  6, 
1975  at  9  a.m.  in  the  Conference  Room 
1112,  Crystal  Mall,  BuUding  #2,  1921 
Jefferson  Davis  Highway,  Arlington, 
Virginia. 

The  hearing  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  The  purpose  of  the  hearing  will  be 
to  elicit  scientific  and  technical  infor¬ 
mation  as  is  pertinent  to  the  determina¬ 
tions  required  to  be  made  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  when  proposing  regulations  to 
the  categories  referenced  above. 

Persons  desiring  to  attend  and/or  pre¬ 
sent  oral  testimony  may  write  to  Dr. 
Martha  Sager,  Chairman,  ES&WQIAC, 
Room  821,  CM2,  Washington,  D.C.  20460 
or  call  A.C.  703-557-7390  since  space  and 
time  is  limited.  Written  statements  may 
be  presented  to  the  Committee  Chairman 
at  the  hearing  or  mailed  within  10  days 
after  the  hearing  and  will  be  made  avail¬ 
able  to  the  public  upon  request  pursuant 
to  section  10(b)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463)  86  Stat. 
770  subject  to  provisions  of  section  552  of 
Title  5,  U.S.C. 

Dated:  January  24, 1975. 

Martha  Sager, 
Chairman,  ES&WQIAC. 
[FR  Doc.75-2723  FUed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 
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EFFLUENT  STANDARDS  AND  WATER 
QUALITY  INFORMATION  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  series  of 
meetings  to  be  condiicted  throughout 
calendar  year  1975  by  the  EflQuent  Stand¬ 
ards  and  Water  Quality  Information  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  for  the  purpose  of  ac¬ 
quiring  information  on  Best  Available 
Technology  (BAT)  under  Pub.  L.  92-500. 

The  ES&WQIAC  has  statutory  respon¬ 
sibilities  imder  Pub.  L.  92-500  to  provide, 
assess  and  evaluate  scientific  and  techni¬ 
cal  information  for  the  Administrator  of 
EPA  to  assist  in  development  of  indus¬ 
trial  effluent  limitations.  In  view  of  cur¬ 
rent  developments,  the  Committee  is  fo¬ 
cusing  its  primary  attention  on  BAT.  The 
Committee’s  objective  is  to  develop  com¬ 
prehensive  technical  information  which 
will;  meet  the  objectives  of  Pub.  L.  92- 
500,  have  wide  industry  acceptance,  and 
be  useful  in  guiding  EPA’s  efforts  in  es¬ 
tablishing  BAT.  Section  304  of  PUb.  L. 
92-500  specifies  that  the  regulations  de¬ 
veloped  shall : 

(A)  identify,  in  terms  of  amounts  of  con¬ 
stituents  and  chemical,  physical,  and  biologi¬ 
cal  characteristics  of  pollutants,  the  degree 
of  effluent  reduction  attainable  through  the 
application  of  the  best  control  measures  and 
practices  achievable  Including  treatment 
techniques,  process  and  procedure  innova¬ 
tions,  operating  methods,  and  other  alter¬ 
natives  for  classes  and  categories  of  point 
sources  (other  than  publicly  owned  treat¬ 
ment  works) ;  and 

(B)  specify  factors  to  be  taken  into  ac¬ 
count  in  determining  the  best  measures  and 
practices  available  to  comply  with  subsection 
(b)  (2)  of  section  301  of  this  Act  to  be  appli¬ 
cable  to  any  point  source  (other  than  pub¬ 
licly  owned  treatment  works)  within  such 
categories  or  classes.  Factors  relating  to  the 
assessment  of  best  available  technology  shall 
take  into  account  the  age  of  equipment  and 
facilities  involved,  the  process  employed,  the 
engineering  aspects  of  the  application  of 
various  types  of  control  techniques,  process 
changes,  the  cost  of  achieving  such  effluent 
reduction,  non-water  quality  environmental 
impact  (including  energy  requirements) ,  and 
such  other  factors  as  the  Administrator 
deems  appropriate;  and 

(3)  identify  control  measures  and  prac¬ 
tices  available  to  eliminate  the  discharge  of 
pollutants  from  categories  and  classes  of 
point  sources,  taking  into  accoimt  the  cost 
of  achieving  such  elimination  of  the  dis¬ 
charge  of  pollutants. 

'The  ES&WQIAC  meetings  are  being 
designed  to  develop  sources  and  infor¬ 
mation  which  will  meet  and  assist  in 
establishing  the  cited  guidance.  The 
Committee  encourages  all  Interested 
parties  to  contact  the  Committee  offices 
with  recommendations  for  specific  meet¬ 
ings  and  program  plans. 

CaU  A.C.  703  557-7390  or  write  Dr. 
Martha  Sager,  Chairman,  ES&WQIAC  or 
Mr.  Martin  Brossman,  Exec.  Secretary, 
ES&WQIAC,  Room  821,  Crystal  MaU, 
Building  2,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

The  first  of  the  series  of  BAT  sessions 
will  discuss  ALCOA’S  “Thermopure  Proc¬ 


ess  for  Environmental  Control  and  En¬ 
ergy  Conservation.”  A  brief  synopsis 
follows: 

The  ALCOA  Laboratories  have  devel¬ 
oped  water  treatment  processes  which  it 
believes  can  cemtribute  significantly  to 
the  solution  of  major  problems  of  con¬ 
cern  to  both  Industry  and  the  community 
in  the  areas  of  water  quality  and  supply, 
energy  conservation,  and  environmental 
control.  One  of  the  processes,  designated 
ALCOA  Thermopure,  will  be  discussed  in 
detail  because  it  offers  a  great  deal  of 
flexibility  and  has  the  broad  capability 
of  extracting  potable  water  or  high 
purity  water  from  sea  water,  oily  waste 
water,  industrial  waste  water,  or  sewage 
effluent.  This  new  system  operates  from 
low  pressure  steam  which  may  be  gen¬ 
erate  from  convenient  sources  of  waste 
heat  such  as  stack  gases.  This  ALCOA 
Thermopure  Process  has  been  under  de¬ 
velopment  with  ALCOA  for  several  years, 
and  has  demonstrated  its  practicability 
through  pilot  scale  operations.  The  proc¬ 
ess  employs  conventional  materials  of 
construction  and  established  mechanical 
and  chemical  engineering  technology  and 
operating  practices.  Thus,  Uie  ALCOA 
Thermopure  Process  is  compatible  with 
today’s  materials  and  engineering  prac¬ 
tices  and  warrants  consideration  for  the 
many  systems  that  require  potable  or 
high  quality  water,  energy  conservation, 
and  environmental  considerations.  In 
effect,  the  ALCOA  Thermopure  Process 
can  achieve  the  very  desirable  goals  of  a 
closed  loop  system.  Water  or  other  basic 
materials  are  recycled;  use  of  waste  heat 
conserves  energy;  and  various  kinds  of 
pollutants  may  be  concentrated  either 
for  recovery  or  ease  of  disposal.  In  addi¬ 
tion  to  waste  water  treatment,  the 
AL(X)A  Thermopure  Process  can  be 
combined  with  electric  power  production 
into  an  industrial  or  community  utility 
complex  that  would  furnish  the  service 
needs  of  electrical  heating,  cooling  and 
waste  water  treatment  from  a  central 
and  more  efficient  source. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  February  26, 
1975,  9  a.m..  Room  1112,  Bldg.  #2, 
Crystal  Mall,  1921  Jefferson  Davis  High¬ 
way,  Arlington,  Virginia.  An  opportunity 
will  be  provided  in  the  aftemcK)n  session 
beginning  at  1 : 30  p.m.  for  additional  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  morning’s  session  and  in¬ 
puts  to  the  ES&WQIAC  for  future  ses¬ 
sions.  The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  and  under  the  overall  direction  of 
the  Committee  Chairman.  Since  space  Is 
limited,  call  or  write  Dr.  Martha  Sr^er, 
Chairman,  or  Mr.  Martin  Brossman, 
Exec.  Secty,  ES&WQIAC,  Room  821, 
CM  2,  Wash.,  D.C.  20460— Tel:  A.C.  703 
557-7390. 

Dated:  January  24,  1975. 

Martha  Sager, 

Effluent  Standards  and  Water 
Quality  Information  Advisory 
Committee. 

(PR  Doc.75-2573  Piled  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  20323,  20324;  Pile  Nos.  BPH- 
8857,  BPH-8956] 

CREST  HILL  COMMUNICATIONS,  INC. 
AND  NELSON  BROADCASTING  CO. 

Order — Designating  Applications  for 
Consoiidated  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Crest  Hill  Com¬ 
munications,  Inc.,  Crest  Hill,  Illinois,  re¬ 
quests:  98.3  MHz,  #252,  3  kW(H&V) ;  300 
feet;  Woodrow  D.  Nelson  and  Vertel  S. 
Nelson  d/ba  Nelson  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  Crest  Hill,  Illinois,  requests:  98.3 
MHz,  #252,  3  kW(H&V);  300  feet,  for 
construction  permits. 

1.  The  Commission,  by  the  Chief  of  the 
Broadcast  Biireau,  acting  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority,  has  under  consider¬ 
ation  the  two  above-captioned  applica¬ 
tions  which  are  mutually  exclusive  in 
that  they  seek  the  same  channel  in  Crest 
HUl,  Illinois. 

2.  In  response  to  inquiries  from  the 
Commission’s  staff.  Crest  Hill  Communi¬ 
cations,  Inc.  [Crest  Hill],  assmed  the 
Commission  that  interviews  have  been 
conducted  by  the  applicant  with  com¬ 
munity  leaders  representing  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  labor  unions;  however,  no  data 
was  supplied  to  support  this  assertion.’ 
Similarly,  statements  concerning  addi¬ 
tional  interviews  conducted  with  com- 
mimity  leaders  of  areas  to  be  served 
outside  of  the  community  of  license  were 
tmdocumented  in  the  appUcation.  In 
light  of  these  deficiencies,  an  issue  will  be 
included  to  determine  whether  the  efforts 
of  Crest  Hill  comport  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  Primer  on  the 
Ascertainment  of  Community  Problems 
by  Broadcast  Applicants,  27  PCC  2d  650 
(1971). 

3.  In  addition,  the  Crest  Hill  applica¬ 
tion  states  that  the  individual  responsible 
for  the  survey  of  the  members  of  the 
general  public  had  been  hired  specifically 
for  the  purpose  of  conducting  this  sur¬ 
vey,  and  that  •*•  •  *  she  would  be 
definately  [sic]  considered  for  future  em¬ 
ployment  •  •  •”  in  the  event  that  Crest 
Hill  was  successful  in  its  application.  The 


*The  Commission  received  a  request  from 
Crest  HUl  dated  December  11,  1974,  for  addi¬ 
tional  time  In  which  to  respond  to  the  mat¬ 
ters  raised  In  a  Commission  letter  dated  Sep¬ 
tember  25, 1974.  Attached  to  this  request  was 
a  statement,  signed  by  the  president  of  the 
applicant,  which  attempted  to  answer  some  of 
the  Issues  raised  In  the  September  25  letter, 
but  clearly  stated  that  additional  material 
was  forthcoming.  By  letter  dated  January  2, 
1975,  the  Commission  noted  that  an  opposi¬ 
tion  to  this  request  for  additional  time  had 
been  received  from  the  competing  applicant, 
and,  upon  review,  the  request  appeared  un¬ 
reasonable;  the  applications  were  to  be  proc¬ 
essed  in  the  normal  course.  Where  possible, 
the  Information  contained  in  the  December 
11  letter  from  (Trest  HIU  was  treated  as  an 
amendment  to  the  application,  and  the  in¬ 
formation  contained  therein  was  incorpor¬ 
ated  Into  tJie  application. 
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decision  in  Voice  qf  Dixie,  Inc.,  45  FCC 
2d  1027  (1974),  recon.  denied,  47  FCC  2d 
526  (1974) ,  emphasized  that  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Primer  are  “unequivocal”; 
the  survey  of  the  members  of  the  general 
public  is  to  be  conducted  by  those  indi¬ 
viduals  enumerated  in  question  and  an¬ 
swer  11(b)  of  the  Primer — principals, 
employees,  prospective  employees,  or  a 
professional  research  or  survey  service. 
The  underlying  philosophy  concerning 
provision  of  the  Primer  is  to  assure  the 
Commission  that  those  individuals  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  survey  will  be  associated 
with  the  applicant;  in  this  manner,  the 
contact  with  the  community  initiated  by 
the  siurvey  process  will  be  a  continuing 
one.’  Accordingly,  our  understanding  of 
the  term  “prospective  employee”  con¬ 
notes  one  who  will  be  an  employee  in 
the  future — assiuning  the  applicant  is 
successful  in  acquiring  the  station — and 
not  merely  an  individual  who  will  be 
considered  for  employment.  The  assur¬ 
ance  inherent  in  our  understanding  and 
use  of  the  term  “prospective  employee” 
is  lacking  when  individuals  whose  long¬ 
term  connection  with  the  applicant  is  so 
tenuous  as  to  be  only  “considered”  for 
future  employment.  Such  a  reading  of 
“prospective  employee,”  as  m^ed  by  Crest 
Hill,  would  render  the  distinctions  drawn 
In  the  Primer  and  discussed  in  Voice  of 
Dixie  meaningless,  and  would  negate,  to 
a  large  extent,  the  very  purpose  of  the 
Primer  in  this  regard.  As  this  matter 
can  be  fully  investigated  within  the 
scope  of  the  issue  specified  in  paragraph 
2,  above,  no  additional  issue  is  warranted. 

4.  By  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Order  in  Docket  No.  19550,  FCC  No.  73- 
1252,  adopted  on  November  28,  1973,  the 
Commission  ordered  Van  Schoick  Enter¬ 
prises,  Inc.,  the  licensee  of  station  WOLI 
(FM) ,  in  Ottawa,  Ulionis,  to  cease  oper¬ 
ation  on  channel  252A,  effective  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1973,  and  to  apply  for  operation 
on  channel  237A.  This  change  would  al¬ 
low  channel  252A  to  be  assigned  to  Crest 
Hill,  Illinois;  authority  for  operation  on 
this  channel  is  the  subject  of  the  instant 
proceeding.  In  the  event  of  a  grant  of 
either  of  the  applications  under  consid¬ 
eration,  the  construction  permit  will  be 
conditioned  to  specify  that  program  tests 
will  not  be  authorized,  nor  a  license  is¬ 
sued,  until  WOLI  is  licensed  for  opera¬ 
tion  and  operating  on  channel  23 7 A. 

5.  Except  as  Indicated  by  the  issues 
specified  below,  the  applicants  are  quali¬ 
fied  to  construct  and  operate  as  proposed. 
However,  since  the  proposals  are  mutu¬ 
ally  exclusive,  they  must  be  designated 
for  hearing  in  a  consolidated  proceeding 
on  the  issues  specified  below. 

6.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That,  pm- 
suant  to  section  309(e)  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  ap¬ 
plications  are  designated  for  hearing  in 
a  consolidated  proceeding,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent  Or¬ 
der,  upon  the  following  issues: 


s  An  exception  was  made  to  allow  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  survey  to  be  conducted  by  a 
professional  research  or  survey  service;  see 
question  and  answer  11(b)  of  the  Primer 
and  the  related  discussion  In  the  text  of  the 
Report  and  Order,  supra. 


1.  To  determine  the  efforts  made  by  Crest 
HIU  Communications,  Inc.,  to  ascertain  the 
community  needs  and  interests  of  the  area 
to  be  served  and  the  means  by  which  the  ap¬ 
plicant  proposes  to  meet  those  needs  and 
interests. 

2.  To  determine  which  of  the  proposals 
would,  on  a  comparative  basis,  better  serve 
the  public  interest. 

3.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
issues  which,  if  either,  of  the  applications 
should  be  granted. 

7.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  in  the 

event  of  a  grant  of  either  application,  the  , 
construction  permit  shall  contain  the  fol¬ 
lowing  condition:  • 

Program  test  authority  will  not  be  Issued, 
nor  will  a  license  be  granted,  until  station 
WOLI  (PM),  Ottawa,  Illinois,  is  licensed  for 
and  has  commenced  operation  on  channel 
237A. 

8.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  herein,  pursuant  to 
§  1.221(c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  in 
person  or  by  attorney,  shall,  within  20 
days  of  the  mailing  of  this  Order,  file 
with  the  Commission  in  triplicate,  a  writ¬ 
ten  appearance  stating  an  intention  to 
appear  on  the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing 
and  present  evidence  on  the  issues  speci¬ 
fied  in  this  Order. 

9.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  ap¬ 
plicants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.594  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  either  individually  or,  if  feasible, 
and  consistent  with  the  rules,  jointly, 
within  the  time  and  in  the  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall  advise  the 
Commission  of  the  publication  of  such 
notice  as  required  by  §  1.594(g)  of  the 
rules. 

Adopted:  January  23, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 
[FR  Doc.75-2796  Piled  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


RADIO  TECHNICAL  COMMISSION  FOR 
AERONAUTICS 

Meeting 

As  a  matter  of  public  notice,  members 
of  the  Executive  Committee  of  the  Radio 
Technical  Commission  for  Aeronautics 
will  meet  on  administrative  matters  on 
February  28,  1975,  in  RTCA  Conference 
Room  261,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  com¬ 
mencing  at  9:30  a.m. 

The  Agenda  for  the  meeting  is: 

Approval  for  publication  of  Environmental 
Conditions  and  Test  Procedures  for  Airborne* 
Electronics/Electrical  Equipment  and  In¬ 
struments. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public  on  a 
space  available  basis.  Any  members  of 
the  public  may  file  a  written  statement 
with  the  Commission  either  before  or 
after  the  meeting.  Any  member  of  the 
public  wishing  to  make  an  oral  state¬ 
ment  must  consult  with  the  Commission 
prior  to  the  meeting. 


Those  desiring  to  attend  the  meeting 
or  more  specific  information  should  con¬ 
tact  the  RTCA  Secretariat,  Suite  655, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006,  or  phone  area  code  202/296-0484. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-2799  Piled  1-29-75:8:45  am] 


PRIME  TIME  ACCESS  RULE 
Top  50  Markets 

January  22,  1975. 

For  the  purpose  of  the  prime  time  ac¬ 
cess  rule  (§  73.658(k) ),  the  top  50  mar¬ 
kets  are  determined  on  the  basis  of  rank¬ 
ings  according  to  prime  time  audience 
for  all  stations  in  the  market,  as  listed 
each  year  in  the  Arbitron  (American  Re¬ 
search  Bureau)  publication  Television 
Market  Analysis,  to  apply  in  the  broad¬ 
cast  year  starting  the  following  Septem¬ 
ber.  Arbitron  issued  its  1974  listing  No¬ 
vember  1, 1974.  The  list  of  top  50  markets 
for  the  year  1975-76  (starting  Septem¬ 
ber  8,  1975),  in  alphabetical  order  is  as 
follows: 

Albany-Schenectady- 
Troy 
Atlanta 
Baltimore 
Birmingham 
Boston 
Buffalo 

Charleston-Hxmting- 
ton,  W.  Va. 

Charlotte 
Chicago 
Cincinnati 
Cleveland 
Columbus,  Ohio 
Dallas-Bt.  Worth 
Dayton 
Denver 
Detroit 

Grand  Rapids-Kala- 
mazoo 

Greensboro- Wins  ton 
Salem-High  Point 
Greenvllle-Spartan- 
burg-Asheville 
Hartford-New  Haven 
Houston 
Indianapolis 
Kansas  City 
Los  Angeles 
LouisvUle 
Memphis 

The  rule  applies  to  stations  in  the 
above  markets  which  are  network-owned 
or  basically  network-affiliated. « 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-2798  PUed  1-29-75:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

GUIDELINES  FOR  ADJUSTMENTS  AND  AS¬ 
SIGNMENTS  OF  PROPANE  AND  BUTANE 
TO  PURCHASERS 

Notice  of  Establishment 
FEA  hereby  gives  notice  of  guidelines 
to  be  used  by  the  FEA  National  Office 


Miami 

Milwaukee 

Minne{q>olis-St.  Paul 

Nashville 

New  Orleans 

New  York 

Norfolk-Portsmouth- 
Newport  News- 
Hampton 
Oklahoma  City 
Orlando-Daytona 
Beach 

Philadelphia 
Phoenix 
Pittsburgh 
Portland,  Oregon 
Providence 
Sacramento-Stock- 
ton 

Salt  Lake  City 
San  Antonio 
San  Diego 
San  Prancisco 
Seattle-Tacoma 
St.  Louis 

Tampa-St.  Peters¬ 
burg 

Washington,  D.C. 
Wilkes  Barre-Scran- 
ton 
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NOTICES 


and  the  FEA  Regional  Offices  In  making 
adjustments  and  assignments  of  pro- 
pane  and  butane  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
§  211.12(h) .  The  giddellnes  are  set  forth 
in  the  Appendix  to  this  notice. 

Section  211.12(h)  of  the  Mandatory 
Petn^eum  Allocation  Regulations  pro¬ 
vides  for  adjustments  of  base  period  use 
and  supplier  assignments  for  wholesale 
purchaser-consiuners  and  end-users 
which  have  been  or  may  be  denied  ac¬ 
cess  to  a  source  of  energy  other  than  an 
allocated  product  as  a  consequence  of 
curtailment  under  a  plan  filed  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  a  rule  or  order  of  a  Federal 
or  State  agency,  or  which  are  or  may  be 
unable  to  obtain  such  fuel  by  reason  of 
an  abandonment  of  service  permitted  or 
ordered  by  a  Federal  or  State  agency. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr., 

General  Counsel. 

Federal  Energy  Administration. 

January  25, 1975. 

GXTIDELINKS  FOR  ADJTTSTICENTS  AMD  ASSIGN- 
MXNTs  or  Propane  and  Bittane  to  Pur¬ 
chasers  Whose  Suffues  or  a  Source  or 
Ensrct  Hate  Been  or  Mat  Be  CuRTAn.ED 
as  Provided  by  10  C7FR  i  211.12(b) 

1.  Scope.  These  guidelines  are  issued  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  consistent  basis  for  application  of  FEA 
regulations  with  respect  to  adjustments  of 
base  period  uses  of,  and  assignments  of  sup¬ 
pliers  to,  wholesale  purchaser-consumers  and 
end-users  of  propane  or  butane  whose  sup¬ 
plies  of  a  source  of  energy  have  or  may  be 
subject  to  curtailment  or  abandonment  of 
service  pursuant  to  a  plan  filed  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  an  order  or  rule  of  a  Federal  or 
State  agency.  See  $  211.12(h)  of  the  Man¬ 
datory  Petroleum  Allocation  Regulations  (10 
CFR  §  211.12(h)). 

2.  General,  (a)  These  guidelines  are  to  be 
used  by  FEA  National  and  Regional  offices  in 
considering  applications  for  adjustments  and 
asslgiunents  pursuant  to  10  CFR  $  211.12(h). 
They  do  not  constitute  regulations,  and 
thus  an  applicant  not  coming  exactly  within 
the  scope  of  these  guidelines  should  not  as¬ 
sume  that  its  application  will  necessarily  be 
denied.  Applicants  whose  applications  are 
denied  can  seek  review  of  such  denials  under 
10  CFR  Part  205,  Subpart  H,  to  urge  that  ap¬ 
plication  of  these  guidelines  to  the  particular 
case  is  contrary  to  10  CFR  i  211.12(b).  Con¬ 
versely,  the  FEA  need  not  apply  these  guide¬ 
lines  to  all  applications  covered  herein,  and 
non-application  of  these  guidelines  in  such 
cases  is  not  an  adequate  basis  to  support 
appeals  from  such  decisions. 

(b)  In  reviewing  a  request  for  an  assign¬ 
ment  or  adjustment  pursuant  to  §  211.12(h), 
consideration  should  be  given  to  these  guide¬ 
lines  and  the  criteria  of  10  CFR  Parts  211 
and  206  (Subpsurts  B  and  C) .  In  so  doing,  it 
may  not  be  possible  in  many  cases  to  assign 
a  supplier  or  grant  an  adjustment  because 
of  the  effect  of  the  assignment  or  adjust¬ 
ment  upon  available  supplies  of  propane  or 
butane. 

(e)  FEA  Regional  offices  may  make  ad¬ 
justments  and  assignments  consistent  with 
these  guidelines  and  10  CFR  {  211.12(h)  for 
propane  except  that  approval  from  FEA 
National  <^Boe  should  be  obtained  when¬ 
ever  an  adjustment  or  assignment  would  re¬ 
sult  in  a  wholesale  purchaser-consumer’s  or 
end-user’s  receiving  in  the  aggregate  250,000 
gallons  or  more  of  pr(^;>ane  in  any  period 
corresponding  to  a  base  period.  Requests  for 
FEA  National  office  approval  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  Federal  Energy  Administration, 
Code  25,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  or  submit¬ 
ted  via  TWX  or  FAX  to  the  numbers  speci¬ 
fied  in  10  CFR  i  206.12(a). 


(d)  Adjustments  and  assignments  con- 
slstent  with  these  guidelines  and  10  CFR 
I  211.12(h)  for  butane  will  be  administered 
by  the  FEA  National  office. 

(e)  Adjustments  and  assignments  of  pro¬ 
pane  and  butane  to  wholesale  ptirchaser- 
consumers  and  end-users  made  pursuant  to 
10  CFR  I  211.12(h)  should  be  made  pursuant 
to  the  appropriate  sections  of  Subparts  B 
and  C  of  Part  205  of  10  CFR.  Adjustment  and 
assignment  mxlers  should  be  limited  to  a 
specific  calendar  year  rather  than  for  the 
duration  of  the  Mandatory  Petroleum  Allo¬ 
cation  Program  unless  the  adjustment  or 
assignment  is  temporary  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  $  205.29  or  §  205.39.  Adjustments  and 
assignments,  other  than  temporary  adjust¬ 
ments  and  assignments,  fmr  subsequent  pe¬ 
riods  which  ccHTespond  to  a  base  period 
may  be  made  throu^  the  period  which  ends 
December  31, 1975. 

(f)  Adjustments  to  and  assignments  of 
base  period  use  should  not  only  take  into 
account  the  applicant’s  need  for  a  product 
but  also  the  effect  that  an  adjustment  or 
assignment  will  have  upon  the  base  period 
supplln^’s  ot  assigned  base  period  supplier’s 
allocation  fraction  in  order  to  mitigate  any 
significant  adverse  impact  upon  a  supplier’s 
other  customers. 

(g)  Previous  guidelines  with  respect  to 
assignment  of  suppliers  (including  those 
published  at  39  FR  13585,  April  15,  1974) 
shall  be  followed  in  detenninlng  whether  a 
supplier  shall  be  assigned. 

(1)  For  both  permanent  and  interim  as¬ 
signments  FEA  should  consider  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

(1)  Goal  of  equalizing  allocation  fractions 
among  suppliers; 

(ii)  Capability  of  supplier  to  supply  new 
customers  on  short  notice.  (Logistical  prob¬ 
lems;  available  inventories  in  the  pwrchaser’s 
area.) 

(2)  FEA  should  weigh  the  relative  alloca¬ 
tion  fractions  heavily  in  selection  of  a  sup¬ 
plier  for  assignment  orders.  The  two  or 
three  available  suppliers  with  the  highest 
fractions  should  receive  the  major  share  of 
Iffie  assignments  in  estch  region.  Obviously, 
other  suppliers  may  have  to  share  if  the 
volume  is  so  great  that  logistical  problems 
are  raised  by  assigning  to  only  two  or  three 
companies.  In  some  cases  it  may  not  be  pos¬ 
sible  to  assign  a  supplier  or  make  an  ad¬ 
justment  because  of  the  Impact  of  such  an 
assignment  or  adjustment  upon  available 
supplies. 

(h)  Assignments  and  adjustments  pur¬ 
suant  to  10  CFR  §  211.12(b)  shall  not  be 
made  for  purchasers  in  circumstances  where 
no  curtailment  specified  in  10  CFR  i  211.12 

(h)  has  occurred  or  may  occur.  End-users 
and  wholesale  purchaser-consumers  which 
have  not  been  curtailed  as  specified  in  10 
CFR  i  211.12(h)  shall  be  assigned  and  ad¬ 
justed  as  permitted  by  10  CFR  §i  211.12(e), 
211.12(f)  and  211.13. 

(i)  End-users  and  wholesale  purchaser- 
consumers  should  be  advised  of  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  the  State  set-aside  for  propane  to 
meet  hardship  and  emergency  requirements 
as  provided  by  10  CFR  f  211.17. 

(J)  In  evaluating  an  applicant’s  require¬ 
ments  for  the  purpose  of  assigning  or  adjust- 
.ing  its  base  period  use,  each  use  that  the 
applicant  has  for  the  fuel  should  be  sepa¬ 
rately  assessed  in  accordance  with  appro¬ 
priate  allocation  levels  in  determining 
whether  and  the  extent  to  which  the  assign¬ 
ment  or  adjustment  can  be  made  in  light  of 
prevailing  supply  conditions  and  the  effect 
such  assignments  and  adjustments  would 
have  upon  other  purchasers  of  a  supplier. 

(k)  Applicants  for  assignments  and  adjust¬ 
ments  should  be  strongly  urged  to  seek  im¬ 
mediate  assistance  in  obtaining  supplies  of 
natural  gas  from  the  Federal  and  State  agen¬ 
cies  which  have  regulatory  authority  over 


suppliers  or  supplies  of  natural  gas  and  to 
take  adequate  steps  to  protect  themselves 
from  future  curtailments  by  installing  an 
energy  system  which  is  capable  of  being 
fueled  by  an  energy  source  other  than  nat¬ 
ural  gas,  propcme  or  butane. 

3.  Allocation  levels.  As  noted,  care  should  be 
taken  to  ascertain  the  proper  allocation  level 
for  the  end-user  or  wholesale  purchaser- 
consumer.  It  is  anticipated  that  most  ap¬ 
plicants  will  have  access  only  to  the  alloca¬ 
tion  levels  for  industrial  use  as  a  process  or 
plant  protection  fuel  or  where  no  substitute 
for  propane  or  butane  is  available,  or  for 
standby  volumes  (10  CFR  §211.83  and 
§  211.93).  Both  of  these  levels  are  expressed 
in  terms  of  base  period  use  rather  than  cur¬ 
rent  requirements  and  both  are  subject  to  a 
supplier’s  allocation  fraction.  The  regulatory 
definitions  of  the  terms  used  in  these  alloca¬ 
tion  levels  are  set  forth  in  subparagraph 
(b)(li)(A)  below. 

(a)  Allocation  levels  not  subject  to  an 
allocation  fraction. 

(i)  Agricultural  production.  (A)  Assign¬ 
ments  of  base  period  suppliers  for  end-users 
and  wholesale  piuchaser-consumers  without 
a  base  period  supplier  with  access  to  the  al¬ 
location  level  for  agricultural  production 
should  be  made  in  accordance  with  the 
general  guidelines. 

(B)  Since  this  allocation  level  is  expressed 
In  terms  of  current  requirements,  an  adjust¬ 
ment  of  base  period  use  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
§  211.12(h)  cannot  be  made.  Ordinarily  the 
applicant  will  not  apply  for  Increased  cur¬ 
rent  requirements,  since  his  supplier  will 
have  certified  those  requirements  pursuant 
to  10  CFR  S  211.12(d).  Thus,  FEA  wUl  gen¬ 
erally  be  Involved  only  to  the  extent  that  a 
dispute  as  to  whether  a  claim  for  increased 
requirements  is  valid  (10  CFR  §  211.12(d) 

(4) ) .  Usual  validation  procedures  should  be 
pursued  in  those  instances  to  determine  the 
extent  of  any  increased  current  requirements 
for  agricultural  production.  Care  should  be 
taken  to  be  certain  that  the  applicant’s  use 
is,  in  fact,  for  agricultural  production. 

« 

(ii)  Department  of  Defense  use.  All  assign-  ' 
mente  for  Department  of  Defense  use  as 
specified  in  §  211.26  shall  be  made  by  the 
FEA  National  c^ce  in  accordance  with  the 
general  principles  of  these  guidelines.  t' 

(b)  Allocation  levels  subject  to  an  alloca-  ! 
tion  fraction.  | 

(i)  One  hundred  percent  of  current  re-  ' 
quirements  subject  to  an  allocation  fraction.  . 

(A)  A  decision  to  assign  a  base  period  sup¬ 

plier  to  an  applicant  which  does  not  have  a 
base  period  supplier  of  propane  or  butane 
and  which  is  entitled  to  an  allocation  level 
of  one  hundred  percent  of  current  require¬ 
ments  subject  to  an  allocation  fraction 
should  be  made  in  accordance  with  the  gen-  ; 
eral  guidelines  for  assigning  suppliers.  i 

(B)  Since  end-users  and  wholesale  pur-  ‘ 
chaser-consumers  entitled  to  this  allocation 
level  do  not  have  base  period  uses,  they  will 
not  receive  adjustments  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
1211.12(h).  To  the  extent  that  these  users 
have  increased  current  requirements  they 
will  follow  the  procedures  under  10  CFR 

I  211.13(d)  which  requires  that  the  user  cer¬ 
tify  its  increased  requirements  to  its  base 
period  supplier.  Ordinarily,  FEA  or  the  ap¬ 
propriate  State  office  will  be  Involved  only  if 
a  validation  of  such  increased  current  re¬ 
quirements  is  requested. 

(il)  Percent  of  base  period  use  subject  to  a 
fraction. 

(A)  As  previously  pointed  out,  PEA  antici¬ 
pates  that  substantially  all  assignments  and 
adjustments  wUl  be  under  allocation  levels 
expressed  as  a  percentage  of  base  period  use. 
The  most  important  of  these  allocation  levels 
are  industrial  use  as  a  process  fuel  or  plant 
protection  fuel  or  where  no  substitute  for 
propane  is  available,  and  standby  volumes. 
These  terms  are  defined  as  follows: 
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“Plant  protection  fuel”  means  the  use  of 
propane  [butane]  in  the  minimum  volume 
required  to  prevent  physical  harm  to  plant 
facllitiee  or  danger  to  plant  personnel.  This 
includes  the  protection  of  such  material  and 
equipment  which  would  otherwise  be  dam¬ 
aged,  but  does  not  Include  sufficient  quan¬ 
tities  of  propane  [butane]  required  to  main¬ 
tain  plant  production.  Propane  [butane] 
may  not  be  considered  plant  protection  fuel 
if  an  alternate  fuel  Is  available  and  tech¬ 
nically  feasible  for  substitution. 

“Process  fuel”  means  propane  [butane] 
used  to  convert  a  substance  from  one  form 
to  another  such  as  in  applications  requiring 
precise  temperature  controls  or  precise  flame 
characteristics.  Propane  [butane]  may  not  be 
considered  process  fuel  if  an  alternate  fuel  is 
available  and  technically  feasible  for  substi¬ 
tution. 

“Standby  voliunes”  means  those  volumes 
of  propane^  [butane]  used  by  an  Industry 
as  a  temporary  substitute  for  another  prod¬ 
uct,  (such  as  natural  gas)  in  times  of  short¬ 
age  or  curtailment  of  the  other  product. 
Volumes  of  propane  [butane]  which  are  used 
as  a  temporary  substitute  for  a  process  fuel 
or  plant  protection  fuel  art  not  considered 
standby  volumes  for  purposes  of  this  sub¬ 
part. 

“Where  no  substitute  for  propane  [bu¬ 
tane]  is  available”  means  those  circum¬ 
stances  in  which  no  alternate  fuel  is  avail¬ 
able  or  In  which  a  Arm  has  historically  re¬ 
lied  upon  propane  [butane]  as  Its  sole  fuel 
source. 

(B)  Assignments  of  a  supplier  and  a  base 
period  use  may  be  made  if  the  applicant 
does  not  have  a  base  period  supplier  and 
base  period  use.  The  applicant’s  curtail¬ 
ment  of  a  sowce  of  energy  below  his  base 
period  use  of  the  curtailed  source  of  energy 
should  be  converted  to  propane  or  butane  on 
an  equivalent  BTU  basis  and  the  assignment 
should  reflect  this  amount. 

(C)  If  the  applicant  has  an  established 
base  period  use  for  propane  or  butane,  an 
adjustment  may  be  made  if  clrcvunstances 
permit.  The  adjustment  should  generally  re¬ 
flect  the  increase  in  the  current  curtailment 
over  the  curtailment  in  effect  for  the  appli¬ 
cant  at  the  time  the  base  period  use  was 
established,  and  assurance  should  be  ob¬ 
tained  that  no  substitute  for  propane  or 
butane  Is  available.  In  those  cases  where 
an  adjustment  is  to  be  made,  the  volume 
of  the  curtailed  source  of  energy  shall  be 
converted  to  propane  or  butane  on  an  equiv¬ 
alent  BTU  basis,  the  established  base  period 
use  for  propane  or  butane  should  be  sub¬ 
tracted  from  the  total,  and  the  adjustment 
shall  be  the  difference. 

[FR  Doc.75-2776  Piled  1-27-76;  3;  38  pm] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

CITY  OF  OAKLAND,  ET  AL. 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  sudi  agree¬ 


ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Cknninission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  February  19, 
1975.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on 
the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  imfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  xmfaimess  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  al¬ 
leged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth  with 
particularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

In  the  matter  of  the  city  of  Oakland 
and  Japan  Line,  Ltd.,  Kawasaki  Kisen 
Kaisha,  Ltd.,  Mitsui  O.S.K.  Lines,  Ltd., 
Yamashita-Shinnihon  Steamship  Co., 
Ltd. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by; 

J.  Kerwln  Rooney,  Esq. 

Port  Attorney 
Port  of  Oakland 
66  Jack  London  Square 
P.O.  Box  2064 
Oakland,  California  94607. 

Agreement  No.  T-2836-2,  between  the 
City  of  Oakland  (City)  and  Japan  Line, 
Ltd.,  Kawasaki  Kisen  Kaisha,  Ltd.,  Mit¬ 
sui  O.S.K.  Lines,  Ltd.  and  Yamashita- 
Shinnihon  Steamship  Co.,  Ltd.  (the 
Lines)  modifies  the  parties’  basic  agree¬ 
ment  providing  for  the  3  year  nonexclu¬ 
sive  preferential  assignment  of  certain 
marine  terminal  facilities  at  Oakland, 
California,  which  the  Lines  currently 
use  for  handling  containerized  traffic. 
The  purpose  of  this  modification  is  to 
facilitate  the  transfer  of  the  Lines’  ac¬ 
tivities  from  the  premises  encompassed 
by  the  said  agreement  to  the  premises 
described  in  the  nonexclusive  container- 
ship  preferential  assignment  between 
the  parties,  otherwise  known  as  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  Agreement  No. 
T-3040.  The  term  of  the  lease  for  Par¬ 
cels  A,  B,  and  C  will  be  extended  con¬ 
ditionally,  as  provided  by  this  amend¬ 
ment.  It  is  the  parties’  intention  for  this 
agreement,  as  amended,  to  cease  upon 
the  commencement  date  of  Agreement 
No.  T-3040. 

Dated:  January  27, 1975. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-2810  Filed  l-29-75;8:45  ami 


NIAGARA  FRONTIER  TRANSPORTATION 
AUTHORITY  AND  MARINE  INTERCONTI¬ 
NENTAL  TERMINALS  OF  BUFFALO,  INC. 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 


Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.;  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before  February  19, 
1975.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on 
the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  al¬ 
leged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth  with 
particularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by: 

David  F.  Mix,  Esq. 

Niagara  Frontier  Transportation  Authority 
1600  Statler  Hilton  Hotel 
Buffalo,  New  York  14202. 

Agreement  No.  T-3028,  between  the 
Niagara  Frontier  Transportation  Au¬ 
thority  (Niagara)  and  Marine  Intercon¬ 
tinental  Terminals  of  Buffalo,  Inc.  (Ter¬ 
minals)  ,  provides  for  the  53-month  lease 
(with  renewal  options)  to  Terminals  of 
certain  premises  at  Terminals  A  and  B, 
Buffalo,  New  York,  to  be  operated  as  a 
public  terminal  warehouse  and  dock  fa¬ 
cility.  Terminals  is  granted  the  use  of 
Niagara’s  dock  and  berth  for  the  load¬ 
ing  and  unloading  at  the  premises  of 
vessels  carrying  cargo  to  be  stored  on  the 
premises.  Terminals  shall  establish  rates, 
competitive  with  U.S.  Great  Lakes  Ports, 
for  the  stevedoring  and  warehousing  of 
all  marine  commodities,  subject  to  Ni¬ 
agara’s  approval.  Terminals  shall  pay 
Niagara  top  wharfage  of  $1.00  per  ton  for 
all  cargo  except  items  requiring  only  out¬ 
side  storage  for  which  the  wharfage  shall 
be  $.50  perdon.  Fees  for  dockage  shall  be 
computed  in  accordance  with  Niagara’s 
tariff.  Tariff  rates  shall  apply  for  the 
storage  of  all  marine  cargo,  and  other 
warehouse  rates  shall  be  such  as  from 
time  to  time  may  be  set  by  Terminals.  As 
compensation  for  rented  space.  Termi¬ 
nals  shall  pay  Niagara  $.045  per  month 
per  square  foot.  In  addition,  Niagara’s 
rental  receipts  for  open  storage  within 
the  leased  premises  will  be  50%  of  rental 
received  by  Terminals  for  such  space.  No 
other  stevedore  shall  operate  at  the 
leased  premises  without  prior  approval 
of  Terminals  and  Niagara. 
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PORT  OF  SEATTLE  AND  KERR  STEAMSHIP 
COMPANY,  INC. 

Agraement  Filed 


section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916.  as 
amended  (39  Stat  733.  75  Stat.  763.  46 
U.S.C.814). 


Dated:  JaniHur  27, 1975. 

By  Ordw  of  the  Federal  Marittane 
CkHnmissitm. 

Francis  C.  Hornkt, 
Secrete^. 

[FR  DOC.7&-2808  Filed  l-29-76;8:45  am] 


PORT  OF  SEATTLE  AND  KERR 
STEAMSHIP  COMPANY,  INC. 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pvirsuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916.  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
UJB.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission.  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  in^iect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before  February  19, 
1975.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on 
the  propos^  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  al¬ 
leged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth  with 
particularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  Indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by: 

Ms.  Evelyn  OdeU 
Port  of  Seattle 
P.O.  Box  1209 

Seattle.  Washington  98111. 

Agreement  No.  T-3052,  between  the 
Port  of  Seattle  (Port)  and  Kerr  Steam¬ 
ship  CTompany,  Inc.  (Kerr) ,  provides  for 
the  month-to-month  lease  of  office  space 
at  Terminal  46.  Seattle,  Washington.  As 
compensation,'  Kerr  sh^  pay  Port  a  to¬ 
tal  rental  of  $20,125  per  annum.  Pending 
approval  by  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,  Kerr  will  be  assessed  rental  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Port  tariffs. 

Dated:  January  27, 1975. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.75-2809  FUed  l-29-76;8;46  am] 


Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733.  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U5.C.814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street.  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offijces  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  ]^ew  Orleans.  Louisiana.  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  Including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary.  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington. 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  February  19, 
1975.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on 
the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the 
matters  upon  which  they  desire  to  ad¬ 
duce  evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrim¬ 
ination  or  unfairness  shsdl  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  statement  describing  the  dis¬ 
crimination  or  unfairness  with  particu¬ 
larity.  If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States  is  alleged,  the  statement  shall  set 
forth  with  particularity  the  acts  and  cir¬ 
cumstances  said  to  constitute  such  viola¬ 
tion  or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  Indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  Indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by; 

Ms.  Evelyn  Odell 
Port  of  Seattle 
P.O.  Box  1209 

Seattle.  Washington  981 IL 

Agreement  No,  T-2785-1,  between  the 
Port  of  Seattle  (Port)  and  Kerr  Steam¬ 
ship  Company,  Inc.  (Kerr) ,  modifies  the 
basic  agreement  which  provides  for  the 
5-year  lease  (with  renewal  options)  of  a 
building  which  Kerr  will  utilize  as  a  shop 
for  general  equipment  repair.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  modification  is  to  enlarge  the 
leased  premises  by  12,000  square  feet  and 
to  increase  the  monthly  rental  frcnn  $740 
to  $1,220. 

Dated:  January  27, 1975. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.76-2812  Piled  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


PUERTO  RICO  MARINE  MANAGEMENT, 
INC.  AND  SEA-LAND  SERVICE,  INC. 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 


Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York.  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  t/wiKiann.,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments.  including  requests  for  hearing.  * 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  February  10, 
1975.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on 
the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the 
matters  upon  which  they  desire  to  ad¬ 
duce  evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrim¬ 
ination  or  unfairness  shall  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  statement  describing  the 
discrimination  or  unfairness  with  par¬ 
ticularity.  If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or 
detriment  to  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States  is  alleged,  the  statement  shall  set 
forth  with  particularity  the  acts  and 
circumstances  said  to  constitute  such  vi¬ 
olation  or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done.  j 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by: 

Mario  F.  Bscudero 
General  Counael 

Puerto  Rico  Maritime  Shipping  Authority 

QP.O.  Box  71105 

San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico  00936. 

By  orders  dated  October  15,  1974,  and 
December  23,  1974,  the  Commission  has 
approved  Agreement  No.  D(>-75,  in  each 
case  for  terms  not  to  exceed  sixty  (60) 
days  from  the  dates  of  said  orders.  The 
agreement,  which  is  between  Sea-Land 
Service,  Inc.,  (Sea-Land)  and  Puerto 
Rico  Marine  Management,  Inc.,  (PRMM) 
as  approved  by  the.  Puerto  Rico  Mari¬ 
time  Shipping  Authority  (Authority),  is 
an  interim  services  and  facilities  sub¬ 
contract  wherein  Sea-Land  will  provide 
PRMM  with  virtually  any  services  it 
would  require  for  the  performance  of  its 
contract  to  manage  the  Authority’s  re¬ 
cently  inauguarated  common  carrier 
service  between  U.S.  Atlantic  and  Gulf 
coast  ports  and  Puerto  Rico.  Included 
within  the  scope  of  Agreement  No.  DC- 
75  are  facilities  for  providing  berthing 
and  terminal  services,  repair  and  main¬ 
tenance  services  and  A  &  O  functions. 

C^urrent  Commission  approval  of 
Agreement  No.  D075  expires  ^’eb- 
ruary,  21,  1975.  The  parties  to  the  agree¬ 
ment  have  advised  us,  however,  that  de¬ 
spite  their  progress  to  date  toward  the 
goal  of  self-sufficiency  in  performing  all 
aspects  of  the  Authority’s  common  car¬ 
rier  service,  there  remain  essentially 
three  areas  in  which  the  Authority  and 
PRMM  must  continue  to  contract  with 
Sea-Land  on  an  interim  basis:  (1)  op- 
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eratlons  of  the  Puerto  Nuevo  terminal 
facilities  at  San  Juan;  (2)  operations  of 
a  New  Orleans  terminal;  and  (3)  ter¬ 
minal  facilities  at  Port  Elizabeth,  New 
Jersey.  Accordingly,  the  parties  have  re¬ 
quested  that  we  extend  our  approval  of 
this  agreement  for  these  limited  purposes 
for  an  additional  period  of  not  more 
than  sixty  (60)  days. 

Dated:  Jwuary  27, 1975. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[PB  Doc.76-2807  Piled  1-29-76:8:46  am] 


VIRGINIA  PORT  AUTHORITY  AND 

TIDEWATER  STEVEDORING  CORP. 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
as  amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763, 

46  U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  ofBce  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San 
Juan,  Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such 
agreements,  including  requests  for  hear¬ 
ing,  may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  Febru¬ 
ary  19, 1975.  Any  person  desiring  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  propos^  agreement  shall  pro¬ 
vide  a  clear  and  concise  statement  of  the 
matters  upon  which  they  desire  to  ad¬ 
duce  evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimi¬ 
nation  or  imfairness  shall  be  accompa¬ 
nied  by  a  statement  describing  the  dis¬ 
crimination  or  unfairness  with  particu¬ 
larity.  If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States  is  alleged,  the  statement  shall  set 
forth  with  particularity  the  acts  and  cir¬ 
cumstances  said  to  constitute  such  vio¬ 
lation  or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by: 

J.  Robert  Bray,  Counsel 
Virginia  Port  Authority 
1600  Maritime  Tower 
Norfolk,  Virginia  23610. 

Agreement  No.  T-3050  between  tiie 
Virginia  Port  Authority  (Port)  and  Tide¬ 
water  Stevedoring  Corporation  (Tide¬ 
water)  provides  for  the  2-year  lease  to 
Tidewater  of  property  known  as  Pier  8 
located  at  Newport  News,  Virginia.  The 
leased  premises  will  be  operated  as  a 
public  marine  facility  in  accordance 
with  rates,  charges  and  regulations  as 
established  by  Tidewater  provided  that 
such  charges  are  comparable  to  those 
prevailing  at  other  marine  terminals, 
competitive  with  the  Virginia  ports. 


Revenues  derived  from  the  operation  of 
the  said  preihLses  shall  be  divided 
between  Port  and  Tidewater  as  further 
provided  by  the  basic  agreement. 

Dated:  January  27, 1975. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Httrnkt, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-2811  FUed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


[Arndt.  1] 

ORGANIZATION  AND  FUNCH-IONS 

Organization  and  Functions  of  the 
Federal  Maritime  Commission.  Commis¬ 
sion  Order  1  (Revised)  is  hereby  amend¬ 
ed  as  follows: 

Section  2 — Organization  of  the  Feder¬ 
al  Maritime  Commission.  Subsection  2.03 
of  the  Revised  Order  is  amended  to  com¬ 
bine  the  Offices  of  Financial  Analysis  and 
Sealift  Procurement  Studies  and  then 
establish  the  Office  of  Data  Systems.  The 
revised  subsection  is  amended  to  read: 

2.03 — Organizational  Componenta.  The 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  has  the  fol¬ 
lowing  major  organizational  components: 

1.  Office  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission. 

2.  Offices  of  the  Members  of  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission. 

3.  Managing  Director. — (1)  Bureau  of 
Compliance:  a.  Office  of  Agreements,  b.  Of¬ 
fice  of  Tariffs  and  Intermodallsm,  e.  Office 
of  Domestic  Commerce. 

(2)  Bureau  of  Industry  Economics:  a.  Office 
of  Economic  Analysis,  b.  Office  of  Financial 
Analysis,  c.  Office  of  Data  Systems. 

(3)  Bureau  of  Certification  and  Licensing: 

a.  Office  of  Water  Pollution  Responsibility, 

b.  Office  of  Freight  Forwarders,  c.  Office  of 
Passenger  Vessel  Certification. 

(4)  Bureau  of  Hearing  Counsel. 

(6)  Office  of  Personnel. 

(6)  Office  of  Budget  and  Finance. 

(7)  Division  of  Office  Services. 

(8)  Field  Offices. 

4.  Office  of  the  Secretary. 

6.  Office  of  the  General  Counsel. 

6.  Office  of  Administrative  Law  Judges. 

Section  5 — Specific  Functions  of  the 
Organizational  Components  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission.  Subsection 
5.03(2)  is  revised  to  substitute  the  Office 
of  Data  Systems  for  the  Office  of  Sealift 
Procurement  Studies  and  subsections 
5.03(2)  (b)  and  5.03(2)  (c)  are  revised  to 
describe  the  program  activities  of  the 
expanded  Office  of  Financial  Analysis 
and  the  new  Office  of  Data  Systems.  The 
revised  subsections  are  amended  to  read: 

2.  The  Bureau  of  Industry  Economics  Is 
responsible  for  program  development  admin¬ 
istration,  and  activities  In  connection  with 
the  procurement,  compilation.  Interpreta¬ 
tion,  and  analysis  of  all  essential  dajA  to 
establish  with  validity  the  economic  implica¬ 
tion  and  significance  of  the  Commission’s 
actions  In  administering  Its  functions  and 
regulatory  authorities. 

The  Bureau  develops  long-range  programs, 
new  or  revised  policies  and  standards,  and 
rules  and  regualtlons,  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
gram  activities  of  the  Bureau. 

The  program  activities  of  the  Bureau  of 
Industry  Economics  are  carried  out  by  the 
Office  of  Economic  Analjrsls,  the  Office  of 
Financial  Analirsls,  and  the  Office  of  Data 
Systems  as  outlined  below: 


a.  The  Office  of  Economic  Analysis  (1) 
conducts  research  and  economic  studies 
necessary  to  the  Ccmunlssicm  In  the  fulfill¬ 
ment  of  Its  regulatory  re^Kmelbllltlee  and 
compiles.  Interprets,  and  analyzes  economic 
data  essential  to  the  study  of  freight  rate 
structiires  and  levels;  (2)  conducts  studies 
leading  to  determinations  as  to  the  reason¬ 
ableness  of  specific  cargo  rates  In  the  ocean 
trades  of  the  United  States;  (3)  studies  the 
economic  Implications  of  shipping  practices; 

(4)  studies  the  economic  inq>Ucations  of 
trends  of  commodity  movement,  worldwide; 

(6)  analyzes  costs  attributable  to  the  move¬ 
ment  of  cargoes  in  the  oceanbome  foreign 
and  domestic  offshore  commerce  of  the 
United  States;  and  (6)  conducts  related 
studies  and  analyses  requisite  to  rendering 
by  the  Commission  of  sound  economic  judg¬ 
ments  and  decisions. 

b.  The  Office  of  Financial  Analysis  (1) 
makes  recommendations  with  respect  to  an¬ 
nual  and  special  financial  reports  to  be  sub¬ 
mitted  by  common  carriers  and  other  persons 
subject  to  the  Act  to  bring  about  accurate, 
uniform,  and  comprehensive  disclosure  of 
financial  data  to  the  Commission;  (2)  recom¬ 
mends  accounting  and  reporting  Instruc¬ 
tions;  (3)  conducts  examinations  of  the  ac¬ 
counts,  records,  reports,  and  financial  state¬ 
ments  of  such  carriers  to  obtain  and 
ascertain  compliance  with  Commission  regu¬ 
lations;  (4)  analirzes  justification  for  In¬ 
creased  or  lowered  rates  of  ccnnmon  carriers 
and  other  persons  subject  to  the  Act;  (5)  ^ 

develops  and  administers  a  continuing  pro¬ 
gram  for  the  audit  both  In  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  in  the  field  of  financial  accounts 
and  records  of  common  carriers  and  other 
persons  subject  to  the  Commission’s  regula¬ 
tory  authorities;  (6)  develops  cost  formulas 
and  related  financial  reporting  requirements 
for  application  to  the  movement  of  water¬ 
borne  commerce  In  the  domestic  and  foreign 
commerce  of  the  United  States;  (7)  prepares 
reports  and  appears  In  rate  proceeding  and/ 
or  proceedings  where  rates  and/or  costs  are 
a  paramount  issue;  (8)  conducts  studies,  as 
appropriate,  for  the  piurpose  of  determining 
classes  of  depreciable  property,  depreciation 
percentages,  replacement  costs,  reasonable 
overhead,  etc.;  (9)  analyzes,  summarizes  and 
prepares  studies  and  analytical  reports  of 
the  financial  statements  filed'Wlth  the  Com¬ 
mission  by  common  carriers  and  other  per¬ 
sons  subject  to  the  Act;  and  (10)  conducts 
special  studies,  audits,  and  analyses  of  a 
financial  nature  for  other  branches  of  the 
Commission. 

In  addition  to  the  above  the  Office  of 
Financial  Analysis  (11)  develops  and  ad¬ 
ministers  a  continuing  program  for  the 
audit  both  In  Washington,  D.C.,  and  In  the 
field  of  the  financial  accounts  and  records 
of  common  carriers  Involved  In  carrying 
military  cargoes;  (12)  promulgates  and  re¬ 
vises  the  accounting  regulations  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  prescribing  uniform  systems  of 
accounting  for  common  carriers  carrying 
military  cargo;  (13)  plans  and  develops  cost 
formulas  for  application  to  the  movement 
of  waterborne  military  cargo;  (14)  develops 
costs  for  use  In  cases  or  proceedings  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  particular  rates  on  military 
cargo  may  be  detrimental  to  commerce;  (15) 
renders  interpretations  of  acco\mtlng  regu¬ 
lations  and  effects  the  correction  or  adjust¬ 
ment  of  deviations;  (16)  makes  continuing 
studies  to  determine  classes  of  depreciable 
property,  depreciation  percentages,  and  rea¬ 
sonable  allocation  procedmes  of  nondirect 
costs;  (17)  develops  annual  and  special 
financial  reports  to  be  submitted  by  com¬ 
mon  carriers  carrying  military  cargo;  and 
(18)  prepares  analytical  reports  for  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  Commission  and  the  staff 
related  to  the  review  and  analirsls  of  the 
costs  and  rate  structures  of  carriers  par¬ 
ticipating  In  the  carriage  of  military  cargo. 
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c.  The  Office  of  Data  Systems  (1)  develops 
data  processing  systems  within  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission;  (2)  secures,  main* 
tains,  and  controls  data;  (3)  develops  new 
and /or  revised  data  sources;  (4)  controls 
and  operates  FMC  leased  and/or  owned  com¬ 
puter  equipment;  (5)  develops  specifications 
fOT  new  and/or  revised  data  processing  pro¬ 
cedures  and  equipment  acquisitions;  (6) 
develops  technical  material  required  for  sys¬ 
tem  development  and  operations;  (7)  trains 
other  bureau  employees  In  use  of  output  re¬ 
ports  and  input  data  preparation;  (8)  pro¬ 
vides  special  data  reports  as  needed  to  all 
bureaus  and  the  Managing  Director;  (9) 
provides  professional  expert  advice  in  com¬ 
puter  capabilities  to  all  levels  of  Commission 
p>ersonner,  (10)  conducts  demonstrations  in 
the  use  of  current  data  systems  and  develops 
suggested  further  data  uses  for  appropriate 
Commission  activity;  (11)  provides  the  sole 
source  of  professional  expertise  relating  to  all 
Commission  ADP  activities;  (12)  provides 
contact  and  professional  liaison  outside  of 
the  agency  relating  to  computer  activities; 
(13)  participates  In  the  development  of  ADP 
contract  specifications  and  In  the  contract 
negotiations;  and  (14)  monit<»s  contractual 
progress  and  quality  under  ADP  contracts. 

Subsection  5.03(8)  is  revised  to  remove 
the  responsibility  for  the  field  audit  pro¬ 
gram  and  to  substitute  a  financial  survey 
program  instead.  The  revised  subsection 
is  amended  to  read: 

8.  The  Field  Offices  represent  the  Federal 
•Maritime  Commission  within  their  respective 
geographic  areas;  provide  liaison  between  the 
Industry  and  the  shipping  public  and  FMC 
headquarters,  conveying  pertinent  informa¬ 
tion,  highlighting  regulatory  problem  areas, 
and  recommending  courses  of  action  and 
solutions;  furnish  information,  advice, 
counsel,  and  access  to  Commission  public 
documents  to  the  various  segments  of  the 
regulated  shipping  industry  and  others  evinc¬ 
ing  Interest  and  concern  in  the  Commission’s 
work;  receive  Informal  complaints  Involving 
shippers  and  the  regulated  Industry  and  take 
appropriate  action  thereon;  provide  advisory, 
consultative,  and  investigative  services  in 
support  of  substantive  programs  within  the 
cognizance  of  the  various  bureaus  of  the 
Commission;  plan  and  conduct  Investigations 
of  alleged  violations  of  the  Shipping  Acts,  in¬ 
vestigations  of  freight  forwarders,  compli¬ 
ance  checks,  background  surveys,  financial 
surveys,  and  other  studies;  and  recommend 
policies  to  strengthen  enforcement  of  the 
shipping  laws. 

The  organizational  designations  within 
the  Bureau  of  Industry  Economics  as 
they  appear  elsewhere  in  the  Manual  of 
Orders  are  hereby  changed  to  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  this  Order. 

Effective  January  19,  1975. 

Helen  Delich  Bentley, 
Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.75-2806  Filed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  RP74-4] 

CITIES  SERVICE  GAS  CO. 

Order  Rejecting  Proposed  Settlement 

Agreement  and  Remanding  Proceedings 

January  23, 1975. 

On  July  23,  1973,  Cities  Service  Gas 
Company  (Cities)  filed  for  a  jurisdic¬ 
tional  rate  increase  of  $20,990,103  based 
on  the  twelve  months  ending  March  31, 
1973.  This  proposed  rate  went  into  effect 


on  January  23,  1974,  at  the  end  of  the 
five  month  suspension  period.  IXiring 
the  April  1974  pre-hearing  conference, 
settlement  discussions  were  initiated  but 
not  culminated.  On  September  10,  1974, 
the  parties  presented  a  settlement  (Ex¬ 
hibit  35)  to  Presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge  William  Jensen,  who  certified 
it  to  the  Commission  on  September  12, 
1974.  Comments  and  reply  comments 
have  been  received.^ 

The  settlement  lowers  the  jurisdic¬ 
tional  rate  increase  sought  to  $11,529,722, 
and  it  is  accepted  in  toto  by  all  com¬ 
menting  parties  except  for  MIG,  which 
objects  to  the  rate  design,  and  Staff, 
which  objects  to  rate  design,  cost  classi¬ 
fication  and  allocation,  as  well  as  rate  of 
return.  The  September  10,  1974,  settle¬ 
ment,  now  Exhibit  35  and  entitled  “Stip¬ 
ulation  and  Agreement,”  provides  for 
inter  alia  the  following:  a  revision  of 
tariff  sheet:  overall  rate  of  return  of 
8.975  percent  and  return  on  ( ommon 
equity  of  9.60  percent;  cost  classification 
and  allocation  according  to  unmodified 
Seaboard:  basic  settlement  rates  reflect¬ 
ing  a  3.30  cents  per  Mcf  increase  on  vol¬ 
umetric  rates  and  Schedules  F,  C,  I,  LVS- 
2,  P,  E  and  IRG-l;  total  jurisdictional 
revenues  of  $135,441,298,  an  increase  of 
$11,529,722,  of  which  all  but  $7,476,850 
refiects  increased  purchased  gas  costs. 

Although  most  of  the  parties  to  this 
settlement  are  in  full  agreement  with  it, 
the  methods  of  cost  classification,  cost 
allocation  and  rate  design  employed 
therein  have  been  contested  by  Staff, 
with  MIG  also  opposing  rate  design. 
While  the  record  does  not  adequately 
document  the  method  used,  it  appears 
that  the  dollars  allocated  between  juris¬ 
dictional  and  nonjurisdictional  business 
reasonably  represent  the  unmodified 
Seaboard  methodology.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  settlement  rates  do  not  follow 
unmodified  Seaboard  costs,  particularly 
the  interruptible  rates.  Moreover,  there 
is  serious  question  as  to  whether  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  in  this  case  warrant  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  the  unmodified  Seaboard  meth¬ 
odology.  We  are  particularly  concerned 
with  the  increasing  gas  supply  shortage 
and  have  expressed  our  intent  to  use  rate 
techniques  to  assign  more  costs  to  in¬ 
dustrial  usage  in  an  effort  to  reduce  con¬ 
sumption  (see  United  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Company,  Opinion  No.  671,  Docket  No. 
RP72-75.  issued  October  31,  1973,  50  FPC 
1348).  We  conclude  that  the  record  in 
this  case  would  not  support  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  the  unmodified  Seaboard  meth¬ 
odology.  Therefore,  we  are  remanding 
the  settlement  agreement  for  full  con¬ 
sideration  in  an  evidentiary  hearing  of 
the  issues  related  to  cost  classification, 
cost  allocation  and  rate  design. 

We  do  not  object  to  the  settlement 
cost  of  service.  Staff  objected  to  the  rate 
of  return  included  in  the  settlement. 
However,  we  are  satisfied  that  both  the 


1  They  were  filed  by  Cities,  Staff,  Missouri 
Public  Service  Company  (MPS),  Gas  Service 
Company,  Kansas  Municipal  Intervenors 
Group  (MIG),  Midwest  Gas  Users  Associa¬ 
tion  and  Armco  Steel  Corporation  (Mldwest- 
Armco),  and  Kansas  State  Corporation  Com¬ 
mission  (Kansas). 


overall  return  and  the  return  on  equity 
are  reasonable.  Our  only  objections  to 
the  settlement  concern  the  cost  classifi¬ 
cation,  cost  allocation  and  rate  design 
methods  employed. 

The  Commission  further  finds:  It  is 
necessary  that  the  proposed  settlement 
of  September  10,  1974,  be  rejected  and 
that  it  be  remanded  to  the  Presiding  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  as  hereinbefore  set  out. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The  pro¬ 
posed  settlement  is  hereby  rejected. 

(B)  These  matters  are  hereby  re¬ 
manded  to  the  Presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge  for  further  proceedings  con¬ 
sistent  with  this  order. 

(C)  A  public  hearing  on  these  matters 
shall  be  commenced  February  4,  1975  at 
10  a.m.  (e.s.t.)  in  a  hearing  room  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426. 

(D)  Administrative  Law  Judge  Wil¬ 
liam  Jensen  shall  preside  at  the  hearing 
on  February  4, 1975. 

(E)  The  parties  and  Commission  Staff 
shall  present  any  additional  testimony 
and  evidence  they  deem  necessary  on  or 
before  January  27,  1975,  and  shall  serve 
it  upon  all  other  parties,  as  well  as  Com¬ 
mission  Staff  and  the  Presiding  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge. 

By  the  Commission.’ 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-2748  Filed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


[Project  No.  2393] 

COLUMBUS  AND  SOUTHERN  OHIO 
ELECTRIC  CO. 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Time 

January  23,  1975. 

On  January  20,  1975,  Coliunbus  and 
Southern  Ohio  Electric  Company  filed  a 
motion  to  extend  the  time  for  responding 
to  the  motion  of  Staff  Counsel  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  9,  1975  to  dismiss  application  for 
major  license  in  the  above-designated 
matter. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  date  for  filing  a  response 
to  the  above  motion  is  extended  to  Feb¬ 
ruary  20, 1975. 

*  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-2749  Piled  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  E-9002] 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO. 

Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 

January  23,  1975. 

On  January  13,  1975,  Staff  Counsel 
filed  a  motion  to  extend  the  procedural 
dates  fixed  by  order  issued  October  29, 
1974,  in  the  above -designated  matter. 
The  motion  states  that  the  parties  have 
been  notified  and  have  no  objection. 


*  Commissioner  Brooke,  dissenting,  filed  a 
separate  statement  which  is  filed  as  part  of 
the  original  document. 
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Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Staff  Testimony,  May  6,  1075; 
Service  of  Intervenor’s  Testimony,  May  20. 
1975;  Service  ot  Company  Rebuttal, 
June  3,  1970;  Hearing,  June  17,  1976  <10 
a.m.  e.d.t.). 

Kennxtu  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-2750  PUed  l-29-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP76-06,  etc] 

EL  PASO  ALASKA  CO.  ET  AL. 

Order  Consolidating  Proceedings,  Prescrib¬ 
ing  Procedures,  Directing  Compietion  of 
Application,  and  Establishing  Prehearing 
Conference 

January  23. 1975. 

In  the  matter  of  El  Paso  Alaska  Com¬ 
pany.  Docket  No.  CP75-96;  Alaskan 
Arctic  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  Docket 
Nos.  CP74-239,  CP74-240;  Pacific  Gas 
Transmission  Company.  Docket  Nos. 
CP74-241,  CP74-242,  CP71-182;  North¬ 
ern  Border  Pipeline  Company,  Docket 
Nos.  CP74-290,  CP74-291;  Interstate 
Transmission  Associates  (Arctic) ,  Pacific 
Interstate  Transmission  Company,  and 
Northwest  Energy  Company,  Docket  Nos. 
CT74-292,  CP74-293. 

This  order  disposes  first  of  a  pro¬ 
cedural  matter  relating  to  the  responsi¬ 
bilities  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
and  the  Department  of  the  Interior  (In¬ 
terior)  over  a  pipeline  project  which  will 
cross  public  lands  in  Alaska. 

El  Paso  Alaska  on  September  24,  1974, 
filed  its  application  in  Docket  No.  CP75- 
96  under  section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  seeking  a  certificate  for  the  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  a  pipeline 
from  Prudhoe  Bay  on  the  Alaskan  North 
Slope  to  Gravina  Point,  Alaska,  and  an 
LNG  tanker  transport  system  capable  of 
delivering  the  gas  to  the  California  coast. 
The  application  on  March  21,  1974,  by 
Alaskan  Arctic  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
in  Docket  No.  CP74-239  (Alaskan  Arc¬ 
tic)  may  be  a  competing  application, 
which  proposes  a  pipeline  from  Prudhoe 
Bay  through  Canada  to  the  lower  48 
states.  Other  applications  associated 
with  that  of  Alaskan  Arctic  cover  proj¬ 
ects  to  carry  the  North  Sloi>e  gas  to  the 
east  and  west  coast,  as  listed  above. 

In  order  to  define  the  responsibilities 
of  the  FPC  Staff  and  Interior  in  the 
preparation  of  an  environmental  impact 
statement  (EIS)  under  the  National  En¬ 
vironmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA) ,  42  USC 
section  4321  et  seq.,  for  the  proposed 
natural  gas  transportation  from  the 
Prudhoe  Bay  area  to  and  in  the  lower 
United  States  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  and  the  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  entered  into  a  memorandum  of 
understanding  dated  May  15,  1974.*  The 
memorandum  referred  to  Alaska  Arctic’s 
application  for  Federal  permits  and  a 
certificate  was  expected  from  El  Paso 
Alaska.  The  memorandum  provided  in 
some  detail  for  an  interagency  task  force, 
use  of  personnel,  joint  responsibility  for 


>  39  FR  26481,  July  19. 1974. 


those  sections  relating  to  liquefaction, 
ocean  transport  and  gasification,  and  In¬ 
terior  responsibility  for  land  transporta¬ 
tion  across  federal  lands.  El  Paso  Alaska 
applied  for  a  certificate  from  ttie  Com¬ 
mission  but  filed  no  application  for  Fed¬ 
eral  permits  to  cross  public  lands,  in¬ 
forming  Interior  on  September  23,  1974, 
that  no  application  would  be  made  until 
it  obtained  a  certificate. 

On  November  12,  1974,  by  letter  from 
Under  Secretary  Whitaker,  Interior  re¬ 
quested  that  El  Paso  Alaslm  be  notified 
that  its  FPC  application  was  incmnplete 
and  that  it  be  given  15  days  to  file  an 
application  with  Interior  or  its  applica¬ 
tion  would  be  dismissed.  Interior  says 
that  El  Paso  Alaska’s  failure  to  file  with 
it  raises  questions  about  Interior  spend¬ 
ing  appropriated  funds  on  studies  con¬ 
nected  with  the  El  Paso  application  now 
pending  before  the  FPC.  Interior  also 
points  out  that  the  decision  regarding 
use  of  Federal  lands  rests  primarily  with 
it  but  it  can  make  no  determination  until 
an  application  is  filed.  If  El  Paso  Alaska 
waits  xmtll  it  receives  a  certificate,  it 
says.  Interior  would  have  to  prepare  a 
supplemental  EIS  with  a  delay  of  a  year 
or  more. 

The  Staff  comments  that  El  Paso  Alas¬ 
ka’s  failiu'e  to  file  with  Interior  will  be 
detrimental  (1)  to  the  Staff’s  ability  to 
function  within  the  memorandum,  (2)  to 
the  Commission’s  ability  to  consider  the 
two  proposals  on  a  comparative  basis  and 
(3)  to  the  public  need  for  energy.  Staff 
says  that  if  the  situation  remains  im- 
changed  the  joint  Interagency  task  force 
can  consider  only  the  Alaskan  Arctic  pro¬ 
posal  and  Staff  will  have  to  make  a  sepa¬ 
rate  environmental  evaluation  of  the  El 
Paso  Alaska  proposal.  Staff  thinks  that 
the  need  for  El  Paso  Alaska  to  obtain  In¬ 
terior  approval  for  its  project  has  a  direct 
bearing  on  whether  it  is  “able  and  will¬ 
ing  properly”  to  do  the  acts  and  perform 
the  services  proposed  under  section  7(e) 
of  the  Natxiral  Gas  Act.  Staff  suggests 
that  the  Commission  advise  El  Paso 
Alaska  that  its  application  is  deficient 
and  that  no  fiirther  action  can  be  taken 
until  appropriate  filings  are  made  with 
Interior. 

El  Faso  Alaska,  on  the  other  hand, 
argues  that  the  Commission  should  exer¬ 
cise  the  primary  role,  and  that  the  basic 
problem  is  whether  it  will  be  obligated 
to  pay  the  expenses  of  Interior  for  its 
activities  in  connection  with  the  FPC  ap¬ 
plication.  It  contends  that  Interior’s 
ability  to  expend  appropriated  funds  is 
not  dependent  upon  an  El  Paso  Alaska 
application,  and  quotes  from  representa¬ 
tions  of  Interior  to  Congress  in  request¬ 
ing  an  appropriation  for  studies  of  sev¬ 
eral  arctic  pipeline  projects,  and  notes 
that  no  restriction  was  placed  upon  In¬ 
terior  appropriations  in  this  respect.*  It 
points  out  further  that  the  Trans-Alas¬ 
kan  Pipeline  Authorization  Act  *  provides 


» Hearings  before  Subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives,  93rd  Cong.  2d  Sess.,  Part  4,  pp. 
998,  1009;  PI,.  93-404,  93rd  Cong.,  2d  Sees. 
88  Stat.  803. 

•P.L.  93-153,  87  Stst.  667  et.  seq.  Section 
302(a). 


that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  au¬ 
thorized  and  directed  to  study  the  feasi¬ 
bility  of  one  or  more  oil  or  gas  pipelines 
from  the  North  Slope.  It  suggests  that  the 
Commission  proceed  with  the  applica¬ 
tions,  requesting  the  assistance  of  Inte¬ 
rior,  and  afterwards,  interior  could 
adopt  the  approved  EIS  as  its  own. 

El  Paso  Alaska  further  sa3rs  that  un¬ 
derlying  the  dispute  between  El  Paso 
Alaska  and  Interior  is  a  desire  by  Inte¬ 
rior  to  charge  El  Paso  Alaska  for  studies 
in  connection  with  the  case  relying  upon 
section  28(1)  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act, 

30  U.S.C.  section  185(1)  providing  that 
the  applicant  for  a  right-of-way  shall 
reimburse  the  United  States  for  adminis¬ 
trative  costs.  The  Company  says  no  obli¬ 
gation  to  reimburse  the  government 
should  be  imposed  for  those  services 
which  benefit  the  public  at  large  and  the 
applicant  should  not  be  taxed  unless  the 
grant  is  made.  It  quotes  a  representation 
made  by  Interior  to  Congress  that  costs 
associated  with  making  investigations 
and  studies  of  the  Alaskan  gas  pipeline 
projects  will  be  charged  to  the  applicant 
as  each  right-of-way  is  granted  (Hear¬ 
ings  p.  1010).  ’The  Company  also  says 
that  the  Regulations  of  the  Commission 
do  not  support  Interior’s  position  that 
the  application  is  incomplete  citing 
§§157.5, 157.6(b)  (5)  and  157.14. 

Finally,  the  Company  contends  that 
frustration  of  the  joint  study  of  the  two 
projects  imder  the  memorandum  is  not 
necessary  or  permissible.  It  says  the 
Commission  has  full  power  to  proceed  to 
a  comparative  evaluation  of  the  pro¬ 
posals;  NEPA  requires  that  Interior  as¬ 
sist  the  Commission;  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  under  a  statutory  duty  to  con¬ 
sider  alternative  plans. 

Alaskan  Arctic  contends  that  prepar¬ 
ing  the  EIS  statements  above  would  im¬ 
pose  a  tremendous  burden  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  would  delay  the  project.  It 
therefore  urges  that  the  Commission  re¬ 
ject  the  El  Paso  Alaska  application  and 
hold  it  in  abeyance  until  El  Paso  Alaska 
cures  its  deficiencies.  Natural  Gas  Pipe¬ 
line  Company  of  America  and  Northern 
Border  Pipeline  Company  support  Alas¬ 
kan  Arctic. 

Section  7(e)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
sets  forth  the  standards  for  the  issuance 
of  cerUfleates  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  including  the  requirement  that 
the  applicant  be  able  and  willing  prop¬ 
erly  to  do  the  acts  and  to  perform  the 
service  proposed  and  to  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  regulations 
and  that  the  proposal  is  reqiiired  by  the 
present  or  future  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  At  this  stage,  however,  we  are 
not  concerned  with  these  ultimate  deter¬ 
minations  but  with  a  procedural  question 
as  to  whether  we  should  require  El  Paso 
Alaska  to  apply  to  Interior  before  we 
proceed  to  hearing  or  consider  the  merits 
of  this  application  along  with  other  ap¬ 
plications. 

A  review  of  the  Commission’s  regula¬ 
tions  relating  to  certificate  applications, 
including  §§  157.5, 157.6(b)  (5)  and  157.14 
cited  by  the  Company,  shows  no  require¬ 
ment  that  the  sq>proval  of  another  gov¬ 
ernment  agency  obtained  to  complete 
the  application.  Section  157.6(b)  (5) 
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mei*ely  requixes  a  statement  as  to  wheth¬ 
er  any  other  application  must  be  or  is 
to  be  filed  with  another  regulatory  body. 

It  is  argued,  however,  by  Alaskan  Arctic 
that  the  memorandum,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  established  a  pro¬ 
cedural  rule  for  appUcations  to  trans¬ 
port  gas  from  Alaska’s  north  slope.  In 
our  opinion  the  memorandum  provided 
a  procedure  governing  the  two  agencies. 

It  contemplated  that  El  Paso  Alaska 
would  file  with  Interior  but  did  not  re¬ 
quire  it,  nor  could  it  do  so  as  it  was  in  no 
sense  a  rule-making  binding  private 
parties. 

Apart  from  the  regulations,  the  Com¬ 
mission,  of  course,  can  reject  or  defer  ac¬ 
tion  on  an  appUcation  which  is  defective 
on  its  fact  can  dismiss  applications 
that  fail  to  meet  certain  criteria.  Here 
there  is  no  disagreement. that  in  order 
to  build  the  line  El  Paso  Alaska  must 
have  a  Federal  permit  from  Interior,  but 
it  clearly  intends  to  file  an  application 
for  such  a  permit  when  and  if  it  obtains 
an  FPC  certificate.  There  is,  therefore, 
no  basis  for  saying,  as  Staff  argues,  that 
El  Paso  Alaska  is  not  “able  and  willing 
properly”  to  do  the  acts  proposed.  In 
fact,  we  make  no  requirements  that  ap- 
pUcants  for  certificates  bring  proceed- 
ii^s  to  acquire  rights  of  way  or  file  appli¬ 
cations  to  cross  Federal  lands  in  advance 
of  acquiring  certificates.^  It  would  be  dis¬ 
criminatory  to  do  so  here  even  though 
scune  80  percent  of  the  land  required  is 
federally  owned. 

Furthermore,  El  Paso  Alaska’s  proposal 
provides  an  alternative  to  the  Alaskan 
Arctic  pipeline  through  Canada.  In 
order  to  permit  us  to  approve  a  project 
most  in  accord  with  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  a  comparative 
hearing  with  the  several  projects  before 
us  is  essential  and  in  accord  with  Ash- 
backer  Radio  Corp.  v.  FPC,  3260  section 
327  (1945),  unless,  of  course,  it  should 
be  demonstrated  that  sufiBcient  Alaska 
reserves  exist  to  justify  both  proposals. 
Also,  under  NEPA  we  are  required  to 
study,  develop  and  describe  appropriate 
alternatives  to  recommended  courses  of 
action  [section  102(d)].  To  prevent  or 
delay  consideration  of  El  Paso  Alaska’s 
project  would  prevent  such  a  compara¬ 
tive  hearing  or  comparative  study  in  view 
of  the  present  gas  shortage  and  would  be 
detrimental  to  the  public  interest  to  de¬ 
lay  consideration  of  Alaskan  Arctic  and 
other  projects. 

In  these  circumstances  we  shall  deny 
Interior’s  request  and  proceed  to  a  com¬ 
parative  hearing,  phas^  in  two  parts  as 
described  below.  As  required  by  our  Reg¬ 
ulations  (§  157.14(a)  (6-d))  El  Paso 
Alaska  has  filed  an  extensive  environ¬ 
mental  report  with  its  application. 
Under  §  2.82(b)  of  oiu*  General  policy 
and  Interpretations  the  report  will  as¬ 
sist  our  staff  in  preparing  an  analysis 
and  draft  environmental  impact  state- 


«See  for  example:  Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas 
Company,  47  FPC  683  (1972);  Stingray  Pipe¬ 
line  Company,  et  al.  - ^FPC.  .  .  .  Opinion 

No.  693,  Docket  No.  CP73-27,  et  al..  May  6. 
1974;  Section  15720  of  our  Regulations  under 
the  Natural  Oas  Act. 


ment  prior  to  hearing  on  a  pipeline  ap¬ 
plication.  Under  the  memorandum  of 
understanding  with  Interior  it  is  con¬ 
templated  that  an  interagency  task 
force  will  participate  in  the  analysis  of 
environmental  data,  including  that  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  parties,  and  jointly  pre¬ 
pare  an  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  with  Interior  responsible  for  land 
transportation  across  federal  lands. 
While  Interior  raises  a  question  whether 
it  can  spend  appropriate  funds  on  such 
studies  in  the  absence  of  an  application 
from  El  Paso  Alaska,  we  hope  that  In* 
terior  personnel  can  continue  to  co¬ 
operate  with  our  staff  in  the  manner 
stated  in  the  memorandum.  If  not,  our 
staff  will  prepare  a  draft  environmental 
impact  statement  on  the  basis  of  the  in¬ 
formation  available,  and  we  shall  pro¬ 
ceed  with  a  comparative  hearing  and 
consideration  of  the  applications  before 
us  and  will  prepare  toe  necessary  de¬ 
tailed  environmental  impact  statement 
in  connection  with  the  issuance  of  any 
certificates. 

Having  resolved  the  procedural  mat¬ 
ter  with  respect  to  El  Paso  Alaska,  we 
turn  now  to  the  proposal  which  con¬ 
stitutes  one  of  toe  largest  construction 
proposals  which  this  commission  has  en¬ 
tertained.  On  March  21,  1974,  Alaskan 
Arctic  Gas  Pipeline  Company  (Alaskan 
Arctic)  filed  in  Docket  No.  CT^4-239  an 
application  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  requesting 
authorization  to  construct  and  operate 
approximately  195  miles  of  48-inch 
pipeline  from  Prudhoe  Bay  on  the  North 
Slope  of  Alaska  to  the  Ala^an-Canadian 
Border  at  an  estimated  0(^  of  $575  mil¬ 
lion  in  order  to  deliver  Alaskan  gas  to 
the  Canadian  Alaskan  international 
border  for  further  transportation  of  gas 
through  Canada  for  delivery  to  toe 
lower  48  states.  Concurrently  therewith 
Alaskan  Arctic  filed  in  Docket  No.  C7P74- 
240  an  appUcation  requesting  a  Presi¬ 
dential  Permit  to  construct  and  operate 
facilities  at  toe  international  border  be¬ 
tween  Alaska  and  the  Yukon  Territory 
of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  pursuant  to 
Executive  Order  No.  10485.®  On  Novem¬ 
ber  15,  1974  and  December  30,  1974, 
Alaskan  Arctic  supplemented  its  appli¬ 
cation  in  Docket  No.  C7P74-239  by  sub¬ 
mitting  certain  of  the  required  exhibits 
missing  from  its  original  application. 

A  number  of  other  pipeline  ctMnpanies 
have  filed  appUcations  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  facilities  to  trans¬ 
port  Alaskan  and  Canadian  Arctic  gas 
once  it  arrives  in  the  contiguous  48 
states  through  the  Alaskan  Arctic  pro¬ 
posal.  In  this  regard.  Pacific  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Company  (PGT)  proposes  in 
Docket  No.  C?P7 4-241  to  construct  and 
operate  approximately  618  mUes  of  42- 
inch  pipeline  parallel  to  its  existing 
mainline  from  the  Idaho  border  near 
Kingsgate,  British  Columbia,  to  the  in¬ 
terconnection  with  the  facilities  of 
Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company  at  the 


‘Notice  of  Alaskan  Arctic’s  original  appli¬ 
cations  was  given  by  publication  in  the  Ped- 
ERAL  Register  on  April  15,  1974  (39  FR 
13590). 


Oregon-California  border  in  order  to 
transport  1,000,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  day 
which  will  be  attributed  to  Arctic  pro¬ 
duction  and  200,000  Mcf/d  of  gas  attrib¬ 
utable  to  currently  contracted  sources 
in  Alberta,  Canada.  PGT  also  filed  an 
appUcation  in  Docket  No.  CT>74-242  re¬ 
questing  a  Pr^idental  Permit  for  the 
construction  and  operaticm  of  faciUties 
at  toe  United  States-CTanadian  border 
near  Kingsgate,  British  Columbia.®  In 
Docket  No.  CP7 1-182  PGT  has  re¬ 
quested  authorization  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  3  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  to  import 
into  the  United  States  from  Canada  the 
said  200,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  from 
Alberta,’  Northern  Border  Pipeline  Com¬ 
pany,  a  partnership  to  be  succeeded  by 
Northern  Border  Pipeline  Corporation 
(Northern  Border)  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP74-290  an  appUcation  for  a  certificate 
requesting  authorization  to  construct 
and  operate  approximately  1,619  miles 
of  48,  42,  36,  and  26-inch  diameter  pipe- 
Une,  including  thirty  compressor  sta¬ 
tions  from  a  point  on  the  Montana- 
Canadian  boundary  near  Monchy,  Sas¬ 
katchewan,  to  a  terminus  near  Del- 
mont,  Pennsylvania,  at  a  total  estimated 
cost  of  $1.8  biUion,  in  order  to  transport 
Alaskan  and  Canadian  Arctic  gas  being 
delivered  through  toe  Alaskan  Arctic 
project.  Northern  Border  also  filed  an 
appUcation  in  Docket  No.  C7P74-291  for 
a  Presidential  Permit  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  faciUties  at 
the  United  States-Canadian  border 
near  Monchy,  Saskatchewan.®  Interstate 
Transmission  Associates  (Arctic),  Pa¬ 
cific  Interstate  Transmission  Company 
and  Northwest  Energy  Company  (ITA) 
in  Docket  No.  CP74-292  have  requested 
authorization  to  construct  and  operate 
approximately  373  miles  of  42-inch 
diameter  pipeline  from  toe  Idaho-Cana- 
dian  boundary  near  Kingsgate,  British 
Columbia  to  Rye  VaUey,  Oregon,  and 
approximately  504  mUes  of  36-inch  pipe¬ 
line  from  Rye  Valley  to  a  point  on  the 
CaUfomia-Nevada  border  near  Oasis, 
CaUfomia  in  order  to  transport  Alaskan 
and  Canadian  Arctic  gas  received  at 
Kingsgate.  Likewise  this  group  of  pipe¬ 
line  companies  have  requested  a  Presi¬ 
dential  Permit  in  Docket  No.  C7P74-293 
for  the  construction  and  operation  of 
faciUties  at  the  United  States-Canadian 
border  near  Kingsgate,  British  Colum¬ 
bia.®  On  November  15,  1974,  ITA  and 
Northern  Border  filed  supplements  to 
their  appUcations  in  Docket  Nos.  (rP74- 
290  and  CP1A-2Q2  by  submitting  some  of 
the  required  exhibits  missing  from  their 
original  appUcations. 


•Notice  of  POT’S  original  appUcations  In 
Docket  Nos.  CP74-241  and  242  was  given  by 
publication  In  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  16,  1974  (39  FR  13696). 

I  Notice  of  POT’S  application  In  Docket  No. 
CP71-182  was  given  by  publication  In  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  26,  1971  (36 
FR  1231). 

•Notice  of  Border  Pipeline’s  original  ap¬ 
plications  was  given  publication  In  the 
Federal  Register  on  June  14,  1974  (39  FR 
20819). 

•Notice  of  ITA’s  original  applications  was 
given  by  publication  In  the  Federal  Register 
on  June  5,  1974  (  39  FR  19992). 
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In  Docket  No.  CP75-96  El  Paso  Alaska 
Company  (El  Paso  Alaska)  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  seeking  authorization  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  a  combination  chilled 
vapor  pipeline  totaling  approximately  809 
mil^s  and  LNG  ocean  common  carrier 
Li'ansport  system  capable  of  delivering 
Alaskan  North  Slope  gas  to  the  Califor¬ 
nia  coast  for  ultimate  delivery  to  all  of 
the  major  continental  natural  gas  mar¬ 
ket  areas  by  a  combination  of  displace¬ 
ment  reverse  flow  on  its  existing  east- 
west  pipeline  and  the  construction  of  new 
connecting  transmission  facilities.  El 
Paso  Alaska  proposes  as  the  southern 
terminus  of  its  project  the  Point  Concep¬ 
tion  California  LNG  terminal  propos^ 
to  be  constructed  and  owned  by  Western 
LNG  Terminal  Company  (Western  Ter¬ 
minal)  .  In  Docket  No.  CP75-83  Western 
Terminal  has  proposed  to  use  sites  lo¬ 
cated  at  Los  Angeles,  Oxnard,  and  Point 
Conception,  California  to  receive,  unload, 
store  and  vaporize  liquefied  natural  gas. 
Western  Terminal  in  said  docket  does  not 
Indicate  any  specific  sources  for  the  LNG 
to  be  delivered  at  such  terminals;  how¬ 
ever,  El  Paso  Alaska  in  the  above  men¬ 
tioned  application  proposes  to  utilize 
most  of  the  planned  capacity  at  the  Point 
Conception  Terminal.^ 

The  Alaskan  Arctic  and  the  El  Paso 
Alaska  proposals  with  their  related  ap¬ 
plications  represent  projects  to  bring 
Alaskan  gas  from  the  North  Slope  into 
the  continental  United  States.  Both 
Alaskan  Arctic  and  El  Paso  Alaska  intend 
to  oi>erate  as  contract  carriers  of  natural 
gas  and  not  as  pipeline  purchasers  of  gas 
since  both  applications  rely  on  Prudhoe 
Bay  gas  as  their  primary  source  of  trans¬ 
portation  gas,  the  applications  may  be 
mutually  exclusive.  We  believe  therefore 
that  these  projects 'including  the  afore¬ 
said  related  applications  of  other  pipe¬ 
lines  may  involve  common  questions  of 
law  and  fact  and  that  these  applications 
should  be  consolidated  for  disposition  and 
hearing  on  all  issues  arising  thereunder, 
pursuant  to  §  1.20(b)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  niles  of  practice  and  procedure. 

Although  we  are  consolidating  these 
applications  now  all  proposals  before  the 
Commission  are  deficient.  Neither  the 
Alaskan  Arctic  group  nor  the  El  Paso 
Alaska  proposal  include  all  of  the  neces¬ 
sary  exhibits  as  prescribed  by  §  157.14 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations  under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  which  are  needed 
to  make  a  complete  and  thorough  analy¬ 
sis  of  the  feasibility  of  each  project.  In 
this  regard  we  note  that,  inter  alia,  the 
following  exhibits  are  missing  from  some 
of  these  applications : 

H — ^Total  Gas  Supply  Data 
I — Market  Data 
K— Cost  of  Faculties 
L — Financing 

N — Reserves — Expenses — Income 
O — Depreciation  and  Depletion 
P— Tariff 

El  Paso  Alaska  has  submitted  only  a  very 
limited  amount  of  information  in  re¬ 
spect  to  the  ocean  transport  phase  of  its 


10  Notice  of  El  Paso  Alaska’s  original  appU- 
catlon  was  given  by  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  November  13,  1974  (39  FR 
40076). 


application.  Additionally  the  application 
in  Docket  No.  CP71-182  has  not  been  up¬ 
dated  since  it  was  filed  on  January  13, 
1971,  to  refiect  recent  events. 

The  continuing  natural  gas  shortage 
faced  by  this  nation  threatens  the  eco¬ 
nomic  and  social  well  being  of  the  United 
States  in  an  almost  unprecedented  man¬ 
ner.  It  requires  this  Commission,  juris¬ 
dictional  pipe  Une  companies,  and  nat¬ 
ural  gas  producers  to  t^e  vigorous  and 
imaginative  steps  to  replenish  our  nat¬ 
ural  gas  resources  and  to  insure  that  the 
public  obtains  needed  gas  supplies  within 
the  bounds  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  and  our  statutory  duty  under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act.  With  this  in  mind, 
we  note  that  both  proposals  are  deficient 
and  ordinarily  hearings  on  these  applica¬ 
tions  would  be  held  in  abeyance  pending 
submittal  of  missing  information.  While 
we  emphasize  this  would  be  our  usual 
course,  the  unusual  circumstances  herein 
require  us  to  proceed  without  delay.  ’The 
American  public  and  this  Commission 
expect  a  best  efforts  attempt  by  the  Ap¬ 
plicants  to  complete  their  applications 
and  remedy  all  deficiencies  on  or  before 
March  3,  1975,  inclusive  of  the  filing  of 
all  interrelated  applications  effectuating 
the  sale,  transportation  and  resale  of  the 
natural  gas  herein  involved.  We  shall 
take  the  extraordinary  step  of  ordering 
formal  hearings,  subject  to  the  full  co¬ 
operation  of  all  applicants  and  shall 
further  direct  our  Staff  to  file  and  serve 
on  all  parties  on  March  20, 1975,  a  report 
of  any  outstanding  deficiencies  for  our 
consideration. 

Since  the  subject  proposals  may  be 
competitive  and  are  extremely  important 
because  of  the  issues  they  raise,  it  is  al¬ 
most  axiomatic  that  consolidated  formal 
hearings  are  required  to  develop  an  evi¬ 
dentiary  record.  In  this  regard  the  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  phased  for  testimony,  but  not 
for  decision  or  briefing.  Our  Staff  is  cur¬ 
rently  in  the  process  of  preparing  an 
environmental  impact  statement,  as  re¬ 
quired  by  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act,  in  conjunction  with  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  and  the  final 
statement  may  not  be  ready  by  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  the  hearing  herein  scheduled. 
Thus,  the  first  phase  of  the  hearing 
should  be  concerned  with  the  usual  pre¬ 
requisites  by  Applicants  establishing  a 
prima  facie  case  under  section  7  and  sec¬ 
tion  3;  inter  aha,  gas  supply,  markets, 
cost  of  facilities,  toancing,  reserves,  ex¬ 
penses,  income,  tariff,  system  design,  and 
environmental  reports. 

Phase  II  of  the  hearing  shall  be  con¬ 
cerned  only  the  issues  raised  by  Staff’s 
Pinal  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
Environmental  testimony  from  inter¬ 
ested  parties  including  the  Commission 
Staff  shall  begin  after  the  Staff’s  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  is  is¬ 
sued  and  notice  of  its  availability  is  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register.  The  Pre¬ 
siding  Administrative  Law  Judge  is  in¬ 
structed  to  set  a  date  for  the  filing  of  en¬ 
vironmental  testimony  within  30  days 
from  the  issuance  of  Staff’s  final  state¬ 
ment  giving  due  regard  to  the  needs  of 
all  parties  for  time  to  evaluate  the  state¬ 
ment.  Environmental  testimony  by  all 
parties  and  Staff  in  support  of  Staff’s 


statement  shall  be  heard  first  and  at  the 
close  of  this  testimony  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge  shall  set  dates  for  the 
filing  of  answering  and  rebuttal  testi¬ 
mony.  Under  no  circumstances  should 
the  Presiding  Judge  permit  this  record  to 
be  closed  prior  to  insertion  of  the  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  of  the 
Commission  Staff. 

In  regard  to  the  first  phase  of  the 
hearing,  we  find  it  necessary  to  establish 
certain  procedmes  for  the  orderly  pre¬ 
sentation  of  evidence.  A  pre-hearing 
conference  shall  be  convened  on  April  7, 
1975,  at  which  time  any  i>arty  desiring 
to  make  an  opening  statement  of  posi¬ 
tion  shall  submit  such  statement  in  writ¬ 
ing  for  transcription  into  the  record.  No 
oral  statements  of  position  will  be  per¬ 
mitted. 

At  such  pre-hearing  conference,  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  the  matters  specified  in  §  1.8(g) 
and  1.18(b)  of  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  the  Presiding  Judge  should 
consider  a  procedure  for  the  numbering 
of  exhibits  and  items  by  reference,  order 
of  witnesses,  order  of  cross-examination 
and  such  other  matters  as  will  facilitate 
the  smooth  and  orderly  course  of  the 
hearing. 

The  appUcants  shall  submit  their  pre¬ 
pared  testimony  as  to  Phase  I  on  or  be¬ 
fore  March  24, 1975,  with  a  formal  hear¬ 
ing  scheduled  to  commence  on  May  5, 
1975.  At  the  close  of  the  applicants’  evi¬ 
dence  the  designated  Presiding  Admin¬ 
istrative  Law  Judge  shall  set  dates  for 
the  submittal  of  any  intervener’s  and  the 
Commission  Staff’s  testimony  and  rebut¬ 
tal  evideribe  by  the  appUcants. 

A  number  of  parties  have  already  been 
permitted  to  intervene  in  Docket  Nos. 
CP74-239,  CP74-240,  CP74-241.  CP74- 
242,  CP74-290,  CP74-291,  CP74r-292,  CP 
74-293,  and  CT71-182.  Any  petitioner 
who  has  previously  been  permitted  to 
intervene  in  any  one  of  these  proceed¬ 
ings  is  deemed  an  intervener  in  aU  dock¬ 
ets  concerned  herein. 

The  Commission  further  finds:  (1)  It 
is  necessary  and  appropriate  in  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that 
Interior’s  request  that  El  Paso  Alaska 
be  required  to  file  an  application  with 
Interior  be  denied. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate 
that  the  proceedings  relating  to  the 
transportation  of  natural  gas  from  Prud¬ 
hoe  Bay  to  the  lower  48  states  should  be 
consoUdated  for  hearing. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Interior’s 
request  that  El  Paso  Alaska  be  required 
to  file  an  application  with  Interior  is 
denied. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  §  1.20(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
the  proceedings  in  Ell  Paso  Alaska  Com¬ 
pany,  Docket  No.  CP75-96;  Alaskan  Arc¬ 
tic  Pipeline  Company,  Docket  Nos.  CP74- 
239  and  CI*74-240;  Pacific  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Company,  Docket  Nos.  CP74-241, 
CT*74-242,  and  CP71-182;  Northern  Bor¬ 
der  Pipeline  Company,  Docket  Nos.  CP 
74-290  and  CP74-291;  and  Interstate 
Transmission  Associates  (Arctic),  Pa¬ 
cific  Interstate  ’Transmission  Company, 
and  Northwest  Energy  Company,  Docket 
Nos.  CP74-292  and  CP74-293  are  con¬ 
solidated  for  hearing  and  decision. 
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(C)  A  pre-hearing  conference  is  to  be 
convened  wi  April  7,  1975  in  a  Federal 
building  to  be  designated  by  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Administrative  Law  Judge  to  discuss 
procedural  issues  as  noted  in  this  order. 
Parties  planning  to  attend  this  confer¬ 
ence  shall  notify  the  Administrative 
Law  Judge's  office  by  letter  at  least  two 
weeks  prior  to  such  a  date.  In  the  event 
that  a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal 
Power  Conunission  cannot  be  utilized,  the 
designated  Administrative  Law  Judge 
shall  notify  all  parties  of  the  place  and 
addi'ess  of  the  conference  at  least  a 
week  prior  to  such  conference. 

(D)  A  formal  hearing  in  the  subject 
proceedings  shall  commence  on  May  5, 
1975,  concerning  the  issues  designated 
herein  as  Phase  I,  in  a  hearing  room  of 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20426,  at  10  a.m.  (e.s.t.) . 

(E)  A  Presiding  Law'  Judge  to  be  des¬ 
ignated  by  the  Chief  Law  Judge  for  that 
purpose — see  Delegation  of  Authority,  18 
CFR  3.5(d)— shall  preside  at  the  hearing 
in  this  proceeding  pursuant  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 
All  testimony  and  evidence  shall  be 
served  upon  the  Presiding  Judge,  the 
Commission  Staff,  and  all  parties  to  this 
proceeding. 

<F)  The  direct  case  of  Applicants  as 
to  all  issues  to  be  considered  in  Pliase 
I  shall  be  filed  and  served  on  all 
parties  of  record  including  the  Com¬ 
mission  Staff  on  or  before  March  24, 
1975.  FoUow'ing  the  conclusion  of 
cross-examination  thereon,  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Law'  Judge  shall  set  such  dates  as 
are  reasonable  for  the  submission  of 
testimony  from  interveners  and  Com¬ 
mission  Staff  and  of  answering  and  re¬ 
buttal  cases,  if  any,  for  Phase  I.  Tlie  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  shall  set  dates 
for  the  submittal  of  environmental  testi¬ 
mony  in  Phase  n  as  heretofore  outlined, 

(G)  The  record  of  this  proceeding 
shall  remain  open  until  the  submission  of 
the  Commission  Staff's  final  environ- 
'mental  impact  statement  and  environ¬ 
mental  testimony  is  heard,  and  no 
initial  decision  shall  be  issued  by  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge  until  inclu¬ 
sion  of  the  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  in  the  record  and  appropriate  con¬ 
sideration  thereof. 

(H)  El  Paso  Alaska  shall  wdthin  three 
days  of  this  order  tender  for  payment 
any  delinquent  fees  prescribed  by  §  159.2 
(a)  of  the  Commission’s  Regulations  for 
its  application  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP75- 
96. 

(I)  Applicants  in  this  consolidated 
proceeding  shall  perfect  their  applica¬ 
tions  on  or  before  March  3,  1975. 

(J)  All  petitioners  heretofore  granted 
Interventions  in  one  or  more  of  the 
instant  dockets  we  deemed  to  be  inter¬ 
veners  in  all  of  the  dockefe  herein 
consolidated. 

By  the  Commission.  ' 

Kenneth  P.  Pltjmb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-2751  Piled  l-29-75;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP72-160,  etc.] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
January  23,  1975. 

On  December  3,  1974,  Staff  Counsel 
filed  a  motion  to  extend  the  procedural 
dates  fixed  by  order  issued  February  8, 
1974,  as  most  recently  modified  by  notice 
issued  July  29,  1974,  in  the  above-des¬ 
ignated  matter.  On  December  10, 1974,  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  filed  an 
answer  to  the  above  motion. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  tis  follows: 

Service  of  Staff’s  Testimony,  April  4.  1975. 
Service  of  Intervener’s  Testimony,  April  25, 
1975. 

Service  of  (k>mpany  Rebuttal,  May  16, 1975. 
Prehearing  (Conference,  May  22,  1975  (10  a.m. 
e.d.t.). 

Hearing,  June  3, 1975  (10  aun.  e.d.t.) . 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

.  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-2752  Piled  l-29-75;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  CI75-409] 

ESTATE  OF  A.  V.  CORPENING,  JR. 
Notice  of  Application 

January  23,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  13,  1974, 
The  Estate  of  A.  V.  Corpening,  Jr.,  De¬ 
ceased  (Applicant),  1308  Continental 
National  Bank  Building,  Fort  Worth, 
Texas  76102,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CI75-409 
an  application  pursuant  to  section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  sale  for  resale  and  delivery 
of  natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  to 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company  (North¬ 
ern)  in  Gaines  County,  Texas,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application,  which 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  commenced 
within  the  contemplation  of  §  157.29  of 
the  regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  (18  CFR  157.29)  on  September  9, 
1974,  the  emergency  sale  to  Northern  of 
gas  purchased  by  Applicant  in  Gaines 
County  from  the  producer  thereof  and 
proposes  to  continue  said  sale  imtil 
March  15,  1975,  at  a  total  price  of  56.5 
cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia,  subject  to  up¬ 
ward  and  dowmward  Btu  adjustment 
from  a  base  of  1,000  Btu  per  cubic  foot. 
Applicant  estimates  monthly  sales 
volume  at  30,000  Mcf. 

Applicant  states  that  it  has  continued 
the  sale  of  the  subject  gas  beyond  the 
sixty-day  emergency  period  provided  for 
in  §  157.29  in  order  to  prevent  wasteful 
flaring  and  to  comply  with  the  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Texas  Railroad  Commission. 
Applicant  further  states  that  its  con¬ 
tract  w’ith  the  producer  of  the  subject 
gas  expires  on  March  15,  1975,  and  that 
Applicant  will  no  longer  have  the  gas 
available  for  sale  to  Northern  after  that 
date,  but  that  Applicant  Is  advised  that 


the  producer  has  entered  into,  or  will 
soon  enter  into,  a  contract  with  Northern 
providing  for  direct  sale  to  Northern  to 
commence  on  March  15,  1975. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  writh  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Febru¬ 
ary  13,  1975,  file  wdth  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10) .  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  washing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  (x>ntained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  w’ill  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  this  application  if  no  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  Is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  owm  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  b# 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  miless  otherwise  advised,  it  wrill  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-2753  PlleU  1-29-75:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  0175-360] 

W.  V,  HAfM-OW,  ET  AL 
Supplement  To  Application 

January  23,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  15,  1975, 
W.  V.  Harlow,  Jr.,  d/b/a  W,  V.  Harlow, 
et  al.  (Applicant),  501  Amarillo  Petrole¬ 
um  BuiWing,  Amarillo,  Texas  79101, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CI75-360  a  supple¬ 
ment  to  his  application  filed  on  Decem¬ 
ber  6,  1974,  in  said  docket  requesting  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  by  revising  his  original 
application  to  provide  for  the  applicable 
national  rate  promulgated  by  §  2.56a  of 
the  Commission’s  General  Policy  and  In¬ 
terpretations,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  supplement  to  the  application, 
which  Is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

In  his  original  application  Applicant 
proposes  to  sell  gas  commencing  Janu- 
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ary  22, 1975  for  one  year  with  pregranted 
abandonment  authorization  at  the  price 
of  55  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia,  subject 
to  upward  and  downward  Btu  adjust¬ 
ment  from  a  base  of  1,000  Btu  per  cubic 
foot  with  an  upward  adjustment  limita¬ 
tion  of  1,200  Btu  per  cubic  foot.  Appli¬ 
cant  now  states  he  is  willing  to  accept 
a  certificate  at  the  national  rate  as  pro¬ 
mulgated  by  §  2.56a. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  supplement  to  the  application 
should  on  or  before  February  14,  1975, 
file  with  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  C7FR 
1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc .75-2754  PUed  1-29-75; 8: 46  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8863] 

LONG  SAULT,  INC. 

Initial  Export  Rate  Schedule 

January  23,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  Long  Sault,  Inc. 
(Long  Sault)  on  June  13, 1974  submitted 
for  filing  a  copy  of  the  Agreement  dated 
January  1,  1974  (Agreement)  between 
Cedars  Rapids  Transmission  Company, 
Limited  (Cedars),  a  Canadian  corpora¬ 
tion,  as  party  of  the  first  part,  and 
Aluminum  Company  of  America  and 
Long  Sault,  as  parties  of  the  second  part, 
providing,  in  general,  for  the  sale,  pur¬ 
chase  and  delivery  of  electric  energy 
fiowing  unscheduled  or  inadvertently  be¬ 
tween  the  contracting  parties  as  the  re¬ 
sult  of  maintaining  the  connection  of 
certain  115  kv  overhead  transmission 
facilities  of  Long  Sault  with  similar  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Cedars  at  a  point  located  on 
the  international  border  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  and  over  the 
St.  Lawrence  River  in  the  vicinity  of 
Massena,  New  York  and  Cornwall,  On¬ 
tario.  Inadvertent  energy  fiowing  from 
the  United  States  to  Canada  by  means 
of  such  interconnection  of  facilities  is 
to  be  sold  by  Long  Sault  to  Cedars  at  a 


rate  of  4.25  mills  per  kwh  as  specified  in  t 
the  Agreement.  t 

By  Commission  order  issued  July  3,  i 
1962  in  Docket  Nos.  E-7022  et  al.  (28  ( 
F£*C  13),  Long  Sault  and  Niagara  Mo-  i 
hawk  Power  Corporation  were  author¬ 
ized  to  transmit  electric  energy  from  the 
United  States  to  Canada  in  an  amoxmt 
not  in  excess  of  12,000,00()  kwh  per  year 
at  a  transmission  rate  not  to  exceed 
50,000  kw  for  sale  and  delivery  to  Cedars 
over  the  above-described  facilities  of 
Long  Sault  located  at  the  United  States- 
Canadian  border.  Long  Sault’s  facilities 
are  covered  by  its  permit  signed  by  the 
Chairman  of  the-  Commission  on  Sep¬ 
tember  26,  1955,  as  amended  by  the 
above-mentioned  Commission  order  of 
July  3,  1962,  Docket  No.  E-6632.  Cedars, 
which  furnishes  electric  energy  to  St. 
Lawrence  Power  Company  (St.  Law¬ 
rence)  for  the  purpose  of  rendering  elec¬ 
tric  service  in  and  around  Cornwall,  On¬ 
tario,  purchases  and  takes  energy  from 
Long  Sault  for  resale  to  St.  Lawrence 
dming  emergencies  created  by  reason  of 
energy  not  being  available  to  Cedars 
from  its  regular  sources  of  electric  sup¬ 
ply.  The  rates  and  charges  for  Long 
Sault’s  emergency  energy  sales  to  Ce¬ 
dars  are  Included  in  Long  Sault’s  Ex¬ 
port  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  1. 

Long  Sault  states  that  it  does  not  an¬ 
ticipate  the  inadvertent  energy  sold  to 
Cedars  under  the  Agreement  and  the 
emergency  deliveries  of  energy  to  Cedars 
will  exceed,  in  the  aggregate,  the  12,000,- 
000  kwh  per  year  authorized  for  exporta¬ 
tion  by  the  Commission  in  its  July  3, 1962 
order  referred  to  above. 

The  copy  of  the  Agreement  is  being 
treated  as  an  initial  export  rate  schedule 
tendered  for  filing  by  Long  Sault  in 
Docket  No.  E-8863  pursuant  to  Part  35 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations  vmder 
the  Federal  Power  Act,  particularly 
§§  35.12  and  35.20  thereof. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
Agreement  should  on  or  before  Febru¬ 
ary  14,  1975  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  petitions  to 
intervene  or  protests  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
I  Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 

I  Persons  wishing  to  become  parties  to  a 
I  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
;  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  petitions 


to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules.  The  copy  of  the  Agree¬ 
ment,  as  tendered  for  filing  with  the 
Commission,  is  available  for  public 
inspecticm. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-2755  FUed  l-29-75;8;45  am] 


(Docket  No.  Rr76-1011 

SHELL  OIL  CO. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and  Sus¬ 
pension  of  Proposed  Change  in  Rate,  and 
Allowing  Rate  Change  To  Become  Effec¬ 
tive  Subject  to  Refund 

January  22,  1975. 

Respondent  has  filed  a  proposed 
change  in  rate  and  charge  for  the  juris¬ 
dictional  sale  of  natural  gas,  as  set  forth 
in  Appendix  A  hereof. 

The  proposed  changed  rate  and  charge 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  or  preferential,  or  otherwise 
unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds.  It  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  consistent  with  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission  enter 
upon  a  hearing  regarding  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  change,  and  that  the 
supplement  herein  be  suspended  and  its 
use  be  deferred  as  ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  Sections 
4  and  15  the  Regulations  pertaining 
thereto  (18  CFR,  Chapter  I),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  public  hearing  shall  be  held 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  change. 

(B)  Pending  hearing  and  decision 
thereon,  the  rate  supplement  herein  is 
suspended  and  its  use  deferred  until  date 
shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended  Until’’ 
colmnn.  This  supplement  shall  become 
effective,  subject  to  refimd,  as  of  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  suspension  period  without 
any  further  action  by  the  Respondent  or 
by  the  Commission,  Respondent  shall 
comply  with  the  refunding  procedure  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
§  154.102  of  the  Regulations  thereunder. 

(C)  Unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plement,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought  to 
be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dispo¬ 
sition  of  this  proceeding  or  expiration  of 
the  suspension  period,  whichever  is 
earlier. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Appendix  A 


Rate 

Sup- 

Docket 

Re.spondont 

sched- 

pie- 

No. 

ule 

ment 

No. 

No. 

RI75-101 

Shell  Oil  Co . 

253 

15 

Purchaser  and  producing  area 


Amount  Date  Effective  Date 

of  tiling  date  suspended 

annual  tendered  unless  until 

increase  suspended 


Mendanos  (James  Ranch)  Field, 
Eddy  County,  N.  Mex.)  (Per¬ 
mian  Basin). 


Rate  In 

Cents  per  McP  effect  sub- 

-  — ■  Ject  to 

Rate  in  Proposed  refund  in 
effect  Increased  dockets 
rate  No. 


♦Unless  otherwise  stated,  the  pressure  l)a.se  is  14.65  ll>,1n>a. 
t  Previously  reported  as  29.3172  cents  per  Mcf  exclusive  of  Btu  adjustment. 


»  Includes  upward  Btu  adjustment. 
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The  proposed  rate  Increase  of  Shell  Oil 
Company  exceeds  the  applicable  area  celling 
in  Opinion  No.  662  and  is  suspended  for  live 
months  from  the  contractual  effective  date. 

In  regard  to  any  sale  of  nat\u-al  gas  for 
which  the  proposed  increased  rate  is  filed 
under  the  provisions  of  Opinion  No.  699-H, 
issued  December  4,  1974,  in  Docket  No.  R- 
389-B,  no  part  of  the  proposed  rate  increase 
above  the  prior  applicable  area  celling  rate 
may  be  made  effective  until  the  seller  sub¬ 
mits  a  statement  in  writing  demonstrating 
that  Opinion  No.  699-H  is  applicable  to  the 
particular  increased  rate  filing,  in  whole  or 
in  part.  The  proposed  increased  rates  for 
which  such  support  shall  have  been  satis¬ 
factorily  demonstrated  on  or  before  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1975,  will  be  made  effective  as  of 
June  21, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.75-2582  FUed  l-29-75;8;45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8823] 

SOUTH  CAROLINA  ELECTRIC  AND 
GAS  CO. 


will  be  considered  to  have  petitioned  to 
intervene  In  this  docket  with  regard  to 
this  supplemental  lUing.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-2759  FUed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


[Rate  Schedule  Nos.  54,  et  al.] 

RATE  CHANGE  FILINGS 

January  22,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  the  producers  listed 
in  the  Appendix  attached  hereto  have 
filed  proposed  increased  rates  to  the  ap¬ 
plicable  area  new  gas  or  national  ceil¬ 
ing  based  on  the  interpretation  of  vin- 
taging  concepts  set  forth  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  its  Opinion  No.  699-H,  issued 
December  4,  1974. 


The  information  relevant  to  each  of 
these  sales  is  listed  in  the  Appendix. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
msJce  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
fihng  should  on  or  before  February  10, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com- 
missimi,  Washington,  D.C.’ 20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  mocedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  party  wishing  to  beccnne  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 


Filing  date 

Rate 

Producer  schedule 

No. 

Buyer 

Area 

Jan.  6, 1975 

Amoco  Prodnctlon  Co.,  500  Jefferson 
Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  3092,  Houston, 
Tex.  77001. 

54 

Natural  Gas  Pipeliue  Co. 
of  America. 

Texas  Gull  Coast. 

Do . 

_ do . 

60  . 

_ do . . 

Do. 

Do . 

Getty  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box  1401, 
Houston,  Tex.  77001. 

26 

Columbia  Gas  Transmis¬ 
sion  Corp. 

South  Louisiana. 

Do . 

Union  Oil  Co.  of  CaUfomia,  P.O. 
Box  7600,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 
90051. 

2 

Transcontinental  Gas  Piiie- 
line  Corp. 

Do. 

Do . 

. do . . 

3  . 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do . 

. do . . . . 

4  . 

Do . 

. do . ^ 

6 

Do . 

. do . . 

6 

. do . . . .• 

Do. 

Jan.  8,1975 

Eason  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box  18755, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla  73118. 

59 

Texas  Gas  Transmission 
Corp. 

Other  Southwest 

Area. 

Jan.  9,1975 

Cities  Service  Oil  Co.,  Box  300, 
Tulsa,  Okla.  74102. 

105 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co _ 

Permian  Basin; 

Jan.  10,1975 

Pecos  Co.,  P.O.  Box  1492,  El  Paso, 
Tex.  79999. 

8 

;  Do. 

Jan.  13,1975 

Union  Oil  Co.  of  California,  P.O. 
Box  7600,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 
90051. 

99 

Texas  Gas  Transmission 
Corp. 

Other  Southwest. 

Do . 

.  Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  1589, 
Tulsa,  Okla.  74102. 

16 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.... 

Permian  Basin. 

Do . 

.  Burmah  Oil  &  Gas  Co.,  P.O,  Box 
94193,  Houston,  Tex.  77018. 

30 

Lone  Star  Gas  Co . . 

Other  Southwest 

Do . 

.  Kudco  Oil  &  Gas  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
2018,  Tyler,  Tex.  75701. 

2 

Texas  Gas  Transmission 
Corp. 

Do. 

Jan.  16,1975 

Devon  Corp.,  3300  Liljerty  Tower, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73102. 

34 

Do. 

Do . 

.  Gull  Oil  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  1589, 
Tulsa,  Okla.  74102. 

77 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co... 

Do. 

[FR  Doc.75-2534  Piled  1-29-75:8:45  am] 


Postponement  of  Hearing 

January  23,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  due  to 
schedule  confiicts  of  the  Administrative 
Law  Judges,  the  hearing  in  the  above- 
designated  matter,  fixed  by  notice  issued 
December  17,  1974,  is  postponed  until 
February  25, 1975,  at  10  a.m.  (e.s.t.) . 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-2757  Piled  1-29-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9198] 

WISCONSIN  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Supplemental  Data 
January  23, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  20,  1975, 
Wisconsin  Power  and  Light  Company 
(WP&L)  tendered  for  filing  supplemental 
data  intended  to  make  complete  its  orig¬ 
inal  filing  of  December  30,  1974.  This 
action  is  in  respoilse  to  a  deficiency  letter 
Issued  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  dated  January  10, 
1975. 

To  supplement  WP&L’s  filing,  WP&L 
has  tendered  a  document  entitled  “Work 
Papers  Based  on  Estimates  for  Period  n 
(the  “Test  Period")  for  Statements  A 
’Through  O,  in  Connection  with  the  Fil¬ 
ing  of  Proposed  Rate  Schedule  Changes 
for  Service  to  Certain  Utility  Customers 
at  Wholesale  for  Resale.” 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10) .  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
February  13,  1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
who  has  petitioned  to  intervene  pursuant 
to  the  Notice  issued  on  January  8,  1975, 


FOREIGN-TRADE  ZONES  BOARD 

[Order  No.  104] 

OMAHA.  NEBR. 

Resolution  and  Order  Approving 
Application 

Proceedings  of  the  Foreign- Trade 
Zones  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  granted  in 
the  Foreign- Trade  Zones  Act  of  June  18, 
1934,  as  amended,  (19  U.S.C.  81a-81u) 
the  Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board  has 
adopted  the  following  Resolution  and 
Order: 

The  Board,  having  considered  the  mat¬ 
ter  hereby  orders: 

After  consideration  of  the  application  of 
the  Dock  Board  of  the  City  of  Omaha,  Ne¬ 
braska,  filed  with  the  Foreign-Trade  Zones 
Board  (the  Board)  on  July  26,  1974,  request¬ 
ing  a  grant  of  authority  for  the  establishing, 
operating  and  maintaining  of  a  foreign- 


trade  zone  in  Omaha,  Nebraska,  the  Board, 
finding  that  the  requirements  of  the  For¬ 
eign-Trade  Zones  Act,  as  amended,  and  the 
Board's  regulations  are  satisfied  and  that 
the  proposal  is  In  the  public  Interest,  ap¬ 
proves  the  application.  The  grantee  shaU 
notify  the  Board's  Executive  Secretary  for 
clearance  prior  to  the  commencement  of  any 
manufacturing  operation  within  the  zone. 
The  Secretary  of  CTommerce,  as  Chairman  and 
Executive  Officer  of  the  Board,  Is  hereby  au¬ 
thorized  and  directed  to  issue  an  appropri¬ 
ate  grant  of  authority  and  Board  Order. 

Grant  To  Establish,  Operate,  and  Maintain 

A  Foreign-Trade  Zone  in  Omaha,  Ne¬ 
braska 

Whereas,  by  an  Act  of  Congress  approved 
June  18,  1934,  an  Act  “To  provide  for  the 
establishment,  operation,  and  maintenance 
of  foreign-trade  zones  In  ports  of  entry  of 
the  United  States,  to  expedite  and  encourage 
foreign  commerce,  and  for  other  purposes’’, 
as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  81a^81u)  (herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  “the  Act”)  the  Forelgn- 
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Trade  Zones  Board  (hereinafter  referred  to 
as  **tbe  Board”)  Is  authorized  and  em¬ 
powered  to  grant  to  corporations  Vtie  privilege 
of  establishing,  operating,  and  maintalnhig’ 
foreign-trade  sones  In  or  adjacent  to  ports 
of  entry  under  the  Jurisdiction  the  United 
States; 

Whereas,  the  Dock  Board  of  the  City  of 
Omaha.  State  of  Nebra^a,  (hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  “the  Grantee”),  has  made  ap¬ 
plication  (filed  July  26,  1974)  in  due  and 
proper  form  to  the  Board  requesting  the 
establishment,  operation,  and  maintenance 
of  a  forelgn-ti^e  aone  In  Omaha,  Nebraska; 

Whereas,  notice  of  said  application  has 
been  given  and  published,  and  full  op¬ 
portunity  has  been  afforded  all  Interested 
parties  to  be  heard;  and 

Whereas,  the  Board  has  found  that  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Act  and  the  Board’s  reg¬ 
ulations  (15  CFR  Part  400)  are  satisfied; 

Now,  therefore,  the  Board  hereby  grants 
to  the  Grantee  the  privilege  of  establish¬ 
ing,  operating,  and  maintaining  a  foreign- 
trade  zone,  de^nated  on  the  records  of  the 
Board  as  Zone  No.  10,  at  the  location  men¬ 
tioned  above  and  more  particularly  described 
on  the  naaps  accompanying  the  application 
requesting  authority  for  a  foreign-trade  zone 
In  Omaha,  Nebraska,  marked  as  Exhibits  IX 
and  X,  said  grant  being  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions,  conditions,  and  restrictions  of  the 
Act  and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder,  to 
the  same  extent  as  though  the  same  were 
fully  set  forth  herein,  and  also  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  express  conditions  and  limitations, 
to- wit; 

Operations  of  the  foreign-trade  zone  shall 
be  commenced  by  the  Grantee  within  a  rea¬ 
sonable  time  from  the  date  of  issuance  of 
the  grant,  and  prior  thereto  the  Grantee 
shall  obtain  all  necessary  permits  from  Fed¬ 
eral,  State,  and  municipal  authorities. 

The  Grantee  shall  allow  officers  and  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  United  States  free  and  un¬ 
restricted  access  to  and  throughout  the 
foreign-trade  zone  in  the  performance  of 
their  official  duties. 

The  Grantee  shall  notify  the  Executive 
Secretary  of  the  Board  for  approval  prior  to 
the  commencement  of  any  manufacturing 
operation  within  the  zone. 

The  grant  shall  not  be  construed  to  relieve 
the  Grantee  from  liability  for  Injury  or  dam¬ 
age  to  the  person  or  property  of  others  occa¬ 
sioned  by  Uie  construction,  operation,  or 
maintenance  of  said  zone,  and  In  no  event 
shall  the  United  States  be  liable  therefor. 

The  grant  is  further  subject  to  settlement 
locally  by  the  District  Director  of  Customs 
and  the  District  Army  Engineer  with  the 
Grantee  regarding  compliance  with  their 
respective  requirements  for  the  protection  of 
the  revenue  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Installation  of  suitable  facilities. 

In  witness  whereof,  the  Pwelgn-Trade 
Zones  Board  has  caused  Its  iHune  to  be 
signed  and  its  seal  to  be  affixed  hereto  by  Its 
Chairman  and  Executive  Officer,  Frederick  B. 
Dent,  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  24th  day  of 
January  1975,  pursuant  to  Order  of  the 
Board. 

Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board, 
Frederick  B.  Dent, 

Chairman  and  Executive  Offl,cer. 

IFR  Doc.75-2775  PUed  l-29-76;8:46  am) 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Receipt  and  Approval  of  Regulatory  Report 
Proposal 

The  following  request  for  clearance  of 
a  report  intended  for  use  in  collecting 
informati<Hi  from  the  public  was  received 
by  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review  Staff, 


QAO,  on  December  23, 1974.  See  44  UB.C. 
3512  (c)  ft  (d) .  The  purpose  of  publish¬ 
ing  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
is  to  inform  the  public  of  such  receipt 
and  the  a^ion  taken  by  QAQ. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

Request  for  clearance  of  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Part  298  of  the  Board’s  Eccmomlc 
Regulations  which  deletes  the  require¬ 
ments  for  reporting  rotary-wing  and  all¬ 
cargo  operations  by  air  taxi  operators 
on  CAB  Form  298-D. 

Inasmuch  as  this  amendment  deletes 
a  reporting  requirement  for  certain  types 
of  air  taxi  cperators,  the  agency  re¬ 
quested  expedited  clearance  of  the 
change  to  the  Form  so  that  respondents 
could  be  relieved  of  the  requirement  as 
soon  as  possible. 

GAO  reviewed  the  request  and  deter¬ 
mined  that  since  the  only  change  was  a 
reduction  of  the  number  of  respondents 
who  had  to  complete  the  Form,  expedi¬ 
tious  clearance  should  be  immediately 
granted. 

Norman  F.  Heyl, 
Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Oflcer. 

[FR  Doc.75-2856  Filed  1-29-75:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 

Receipt  and  Approval  of  Regulatory  Report 
Proposals 

The  following  requests  for  clearance  of 
reports  intended  for  use  in  collecting  in¬ 
formation  from  the  public  were  received 
by  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review  Staff, 
GAO,  on  December  6, 1974.  See  44  U.S.C. 
3512  (c)  &  (d) .  The  purpose  of  publishing 
this  information  in  the  Federal  Register 
is  to  Inform  the  public  of  such  receipt 
and  action  taken  by  GAO. 

Further  Information  about  the  items 
on  this  list  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Regulatory  Reports  Review  Officer,  202- 
376-5425. 

Federal  Energy  Administrat.j:i 

Request  for  approval  of  two  new  re¬ 
petitive  FEA  forms.  Old  Oil  Entitlement 
Program/Refiners  Monthly  Report 
(P102-M-0)  and  Old  Oil  Entitlement 
Program/Importers  Monthly  Report 
(P104-M-0). 

Form  P102-M-0  is  a  mimthly  report 
required  to  be  filed  by  petroleum  refiners 
listing  receipts  of  old  oil  and  crude  runs 
to  stills.  Respondents  to  this  form  are 
approximately  136  refiners;  respondent 
burden  is  estimated  to  be  7  man-hours 
per  monthhr  report. 

Form  P104-M-0  is  a  monthly  report  to 
be  filed  by  refiners  and  certain  eligible 
importers  of  No.  2  fuel  oil  and  residual 
fuel  oil.  There  are  approximately  211 
respondents;  respondents  burden  is  esti¬ 
mated  to  be  4  man-hours  per  monthly 
report.  _ 

We  were  advised  by  FEA  representa¬ 
tives  on  December  6,  1974,  that: 

(1)  our  clearance  was  needed  by  December 
9,  1974,  In  order  to  meet  the  first  collection 
deadline  of  December  28; 

(2)  extensive  efforts  had  been  made  to 
solicit  comments  from  Interested  parties  and 
to  resolve  the  Issues  raised; 


(3)  the  Infoimatkm  lequested  Is  readily 
available  from  the  reepandenits  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  It  wlU  not  csniae  undos  busden  upon 
them;  and 

(4)  the  informattnn  requested  Is  not  al¬ 
ready  availabis  wlthla  the  Federal  govern¬ 
ment. 

In  view  of  the  urgency  to  obtain  the 
information,  we  provided  an  Interim 
clearance  of  the  forms  on  December  9, 
1974.  However,  to  allow  adequate  time  to 
properly  evaluate  the  forms,  we  limited 
our  clearance  to  the  first  three  collec¬ 
tion  periods  through  February  28, 1975. 

In  order  for  GAO  to  give  full  consider¬ 
ation  to  an  extension  of  our  clearance 
beyond  February  28,  1975,  we  are  now 
inviting  written  comments  on  the  two 
FEA  forms  from  all  interested  persons, 
organizations,  public  interest  groups,  and 
affected  businesses.  We  request  that  these 
conunents  be  limited  to  (1)  duplication, 
(2)  excessive  burden,  and  (3)  appropri¬ 
ateness  and  understandabllity  of  the 
forms  and  definitions  currently  in  use. 
C(Mnm«its  must  be  received  by  February 
21,  1975,  and  should  be  addressed  to  Mr. 
Monte  Canfield,  Jr.,  Director,  Office  of 
Special  Programs,  United  States  General 
Accounting  Office,  425  I  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20548. 

Norman  F.  Hkyl, 
Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.75-2855  Filed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

(FPMR  Temporary  Reg.  £-37] 

ITEMS  AVAILABLE  FROM  GSA  STOCK 
Optional  Procurement 

1.  Purpose.  This  regulation  establishes 
the  policy  that  GSA  will  not  be  a  manda¬ 
tory  source  of  supply  for  domestic  activi¬ 
ties  for  items  listed  in  the  GSA  Stock 
Catalog  when  the  value  of  the  require¬ 
ment  for  the  item  is  less  than  $10. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  regulation  Is 
effective  January  30, 1975. 

3.  Expiration  date.  This  regulation  ex¬ 
pires  June  30, 1975,  unless  sooner  revised 
or  superseded. 

4.  Applicability.  The  provisions  of  this 
regulation  apply  to  all  executive  agencies 
except  those  subordinate  elements  which 
are  located  outside  the  conterminous 
United  States,  Hawaii,  and  Alaska. 

5.  Acquisition  of  GSA  stock  items,  a. 
GSA  Is  a  non-mandatory  source  of  sup¬ 
ply  for  activities  in  the  conterminous 
United  States,  Hawaii,  and  Alaska  for 
items  listed  in  Section  1,  Volume  1,  of 
the  GSA  Stock  Catalog  when  the  total 
value  of  the  line  item  requirement  is 
less  than  $10. 

b.  Executive  agencies  shall  continue  to 
requisition  from  GSA  items  listed  in 
Section  1,  Volume  1,  of  the  GSA  Supply 
Catalog  when  the  total  value  of  the  line 
item  requirement  is  $10  or  more. 

c.  As  in  the  past,  GSA  will  process  all 
requisitions  for  stock  items,  regardless 
of  value,  from  activities  electbig  not  to 
exercise  the  option  provided  by  this 
regulation. 
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6.  Agency  comments.  Comments  con¬ 
cerning  the  effect  or  the  impact  of  this 
regiUation  on  agency  operations  or  pro¬ 
grams  should  be  submitted  to  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration  (PP) , 
Washington,  DC  20406,  no  later  than 
Pebruary  28,  1975,  for  possible  inclusion 
in  the  permanent  regulation. 

Arthur  P.  Sampson, 

Administrator  of  General  Services. 

January  23,  1975. 

[PR  Doc.75-2733  FUed  1-29-75:8:45  am] 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[337-34] 

CONVERTIBLE  GAME  TABLES  AND 
COMPONENTS 

Denial  of  Petition  for  Rehearing 

On  January  20,  1975  the  United 
States  International  Trade  Commission 
denied  the  petition  for  rehearing  filed 
with  it  on  January  13,  1975  by  respond¬ 
ent  Armac  Enterprises,  Inc. 

The  reasons  given  for  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  action  are  as  follows: 

(1)  Respondent  Armac  Enterprises, 
Inc.  had  numerous  opportunities  to 
present  the  matters  contained  in  its  peti¬ 
tion  for  a  rehearing  to  the  Commission 
during  the  course  of  the  investigation, 
but  failed  to  avail  itself  of  these  oppor¬ 
tunities. 

(2)  Respondent  Armac  Enterprises, 
Inc.  has  offered  no  satisfactory  explana¬ 
tion  for  its  having  failed  to  present  the 
matters  contained  in  its  petition  for  a 
rehearing  to  the  Commission  during  the 
course  of  the  investigation; 

(3)  The  matters  contained  in  the  peti¬ 
tion  for  rehearing  filed  by  respondent 


Treatment  System  and  Process.  Piled  22 
Aug.  73.  This  Invention  was  also  an¬ 
nounced  as  available  for  licensing  In 
NTIS  Government  Inventions  For 
Licensing  dated  December  10.  1973,  page 
162,  and  the  Official  Gazette  dated  Jan¬ 
uary  8,  1974,  page  521,  both  published  by 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 

An  announcement  of  the  availability 
for  licensing  of  a  related  invention  was 
published  in  NTIS  Government  Inven¬ 
tions  For  Licensing  dated  December  9, 
1974,  page  676.  This  invention,  also  imder 
the  cognizance  of  the  National  Aeronau¬ 
tics  and  Space  Administration,  is :  Patent 
Application  501,014:  Raw  Liquid  Waste 
Treatment  System  and  Process,  Filed  27 
Aug.  74. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  above 
identified  inventions  are  withdrawn  as 
being  available  for  exclusive  or  nonex¬ 
clusive  licensing  from  the  National 
Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration 
for  a  period  of  nine  months  from  the 
date  of  this  announcement.  The  inven¬ 
tions  are  withdrawn  pending  completion 
of  a  market  and  applications  analysis  of 
waste  treatment  systems  embodying  the 
subject  inventions,  and  a  determination 
by  the  Administrator  whether  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  would  be  best  served  by  waiv¬ 
ing  patent  rights  to  the  California  In¬ 
stitute  of  Technology,  pursuant  to  the 
NASA  Patent  Waiver  Regulations,  14 
CFR  1245.1. 

Written  inquiries  concerning  these  in¬ 
ventions  may  be  addressed  to  the  Chair¬ 
man,  Inventions  and  Contributions 
Board,  NASA  Washington,  D.C.,  20546. 

Dated:  January  24, 1975. 

R.  Tenney  Johnson, 
General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.75-2777  Filed  l-29-76;8:45  am] 


Analysis  Report  accompanied  by  an  En¬ 
vironmental  Report,  pursuant  to  S  2.101 
of  Part  2,  is  expected  to  be  filed  in  April 
1975.  Upon  receipt  of  the  remaining  por¬ 
tions  of  the  application  dealing  with 
radiological  health  and  safety  and  en¬ 
vironmental  matters,  separate  notices  of 
receipt  will  be  published  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  including  an  appropriate  notice  of 
hearing. 

A  copy  of  the  partial  application  is 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545.  Docket  No.  P-527-A  has  been  as¬ 
signed  to  the  application  and  it  should  be 
referenced  in  any  correspondence  re¬ 
lating  to  it. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  have  his 
views  on  the  antitrust  matters  of  the 
application  presented  to  the  Attorney 
General  for  consideration  should  submit 
such  views  to  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C,  20545, 
Attention:  Chief,  Office  of  Antitrust  and 
Indenmity,  Directorate  of  Licensing,  on 
or  before  March  17, 1975. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
10th  day  of  January  1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  A.  Clark, 
Chief,  Gas  Cooled  Reactors 
Branch,  Directorate  of  Licens¬ 
ing. 


[FR  Doc.75-1301  PUed  1-15-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  P-656-A] 

OMAHA  PUBLIC  POWER  DISTRICT 

Partial  Application  for  Construction  Per¬ 
mit  and  Facility  License:  Time  for  Sub¬ 
mission  of  Views  on  Antitrust  Matters 


Armac  Enterprises,  Inc.,  with  the  exer¬ 
cise  of  a  reasonable  amount  of  diligence 
and  effort,  could  have  been  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  Commission  during 
the  course  of  the  investigation;  and 

(4>  The  matters  contained  in  the  pe¬ 
tition  for  rehearing  filed  by  respondent 
Armac  Enterprises,  Inc.  present  no  con¬ 
vincing  basis  for  ordering  a  Commission 
rehearing. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued:  January  27,  1975. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 
Secretary. 

[FR  DOC.75-2850  Filed  1-29-75:8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice  75-4] 

RAW  LIQUID  WASTE  TREATMENT 
SYSTEM 

Withdrawal  As  Being  Available  for 
Licensing 

A  notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  dated  December  12,  1973,  page 
34218,  annoimcing  as  available  for  licens¬ 
ing  the  following  invention  under  the 
cognizance  of  the  National  Aeronautics 
and  Space  Administration:  Patent  Ap¬ 
plication  390,467:  Raw  Liquid  Waste 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  P-627-A] 

LOUISIANA  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Partial  Application  for  Construction  Per¬ 
mits  and  Facility  Licenses:  Time  for  Sub¬ 
mission  of  Views  on  Antitrust  Matters 

The  Louisiana  Power  and  Light  Com¬ 
pany,  pursuant  to  section  103  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
has  filed  one  part  of  an  application,  dated 
December  20,  1974,  in  connection  with 
their  plans  to  construct  and  operate  two 
generating  units  utilizing  two  high  tem¬ 
perature  gas-cooled  reactors.  Each  re¬ 
actor  will  be  designed  for  initial  opera¬ 
tion  at  approximately  3000  megawatts 
(thermal) ,  with  a  net  electrical  output  of 
approximately  1160  megawatts.  The  fa¬ 
cility,  designated  as  the  St.  Rosalie  Gen¬ 
erating  Station,  Units  1  and  2,  will  be 
located  on  the  west  bank  of  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  River  at  Alliance  in  Plaquemines 
Parish,  Louisiana.  The  portion  of  the 
application  filed  contains  the  informa¬ 
tion  requested  by  the  Attorney  General 
for  the  purpose  of  an  antitruit  review 
of  the  application  as  set  forth  in  10  CFR 
Part  50,  Appendix  L. 

The  remaining  portion  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  consisting  of  a  Preliminary  Safety 


Omaha  Public  Power  District  (the  ap¬ 
plicant)  ,  pursuant  to  section  103  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
has  filed  one  part  of  an  application, 
dated  November  15,  1974,  in  connection 
with  their  plans  to  construct  and  operate 
a  pressurized  water  nuclear  reactor  to 
be  located  at  a  site  near  Blair,  Nebraska, 
in  Washington  County.  The  portion  of 
the  application  filed  contains  the  in¬ 
formation  requested  by  the  Attorney 
(jeneral  for  the  purpose  of  an  antitrust 
review  of  the  application  as  set  forth 
in  10  CFR  Part  50,  Appendix  L. 

The  remaining  portion  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  consisting  of  a  Preliminary  Safety 
Analysis  Report  accompanied  by  an  En¬ 
vironmental  Report  pursuant  to  §  2.101 
of  Part  2,  is  expected  to  be  filed  during 
July  1975.  Upon  receipt  of  the  remaining 
portions  of  the  application  dealing  with 
radiological  health  and  safety  and  en¬ 
vironmental  matters,  separate  notices 
of  receipt  will  be  published  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  including  an  appropriate  notice 
of  hearing. 

A  copy  of  the  partial  application  is 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545,  Docket  No.  P-556-A  has  been  as¬ 
signed  to  the  application  and  it  should 
be  referenced  in  any  correspondence  re¬ 
lating  to  it. 
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Any  peraoa  who  wishes  to  have  his 
views  on  the  antitrust  matters  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  presented  to  the  Attorney  Qen- 
eral  for  considersdion  should  submit  such 
views  to  the  UJS.  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20545,  Atten¬ 
tion:  Chief,  Office  of  Antitrust  and  In¬ 
demnity,  Directorate  of  Licensing  on  or 
before  March  17, 1975. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  9th 
day  of  January  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  RegxUatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Walter  R.  Butler, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
^oject  Branch  1-2,  Director- 
ate  of  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.76-1302  FUed  1-15-75:8:45  ami 

[Docket  No.  P-637-A1 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

Notice  of  Receipt  of  Partial  Application  for 
Construction  Permits  and  Facility  Li¬ 
censes:  Time  for  Submission  of  Views 
on  Antitrust  Matters 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority  (the  ap¬ 
plicant)  ,  pursuant  to  Section  103  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
has  filed  one.  part  of  an  application,  dated 
December  20, 1974,  in  connection  with  its 
plans  to  construct  and  operate  two  nu¬ 
clear  reactors  at  a  site  to  be  selected  in 
the  near  future.  The  portion  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  filed  contains  the  information 
requested  by  the  Attorney  CSeneral  for 
the  purpiose  of  an  antitrust  review  of  the 
application  as  set  forth  in  10  CFR  Part 
50,  Appendix  L. 

The  remaining  portion  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  consisting  of  a  Preliminary  Safety 
Analysis  Report  accompanied  by  an  En¬ 
vironmental  Report,  pursuant  to  §  2.101 
of  Part  2,  is  expected  to  be  filed  during 
October  1975.  Upon  receipt  of  the 
remaining  portions  of  the  application 
dealing  wi^  radiological  health  and 
safety  and  environmental  matters, 
separate  notices  of  receipt  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  by  the  Commission  including  an 
appropriate  notice  of  hearing. 

A  copy  of  the  partial  application  is 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545.  Docket  No.  P-537-A  has  been  as¬ 
signed  to  the  application  and  it  shoiild 
be  referenced  in  any  correspondence 
relating  to  it. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  have  his 
views  on  the  antitrust  matters  of  the 
application  presented  to  the  Attorney 
General  for  consideration  should  submit 
such  views  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545,  Attention:  Chief,  Office  of  Anti¬ 
trust  and  Indemnity,  Directorate  of 
Licensing,  on  or  before  March  24,  1975. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
13th  day  of  January,  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Walter  R.  Butler, 
Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Branch  1-2,  Directorate  of 
Licensing. 

[FR  Doe.76-18a3  Filed  1-22-75:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL 


[Docket  No.  50-4231 

NORTHEAST  NUCLEAR  ENERfiY  00., 

ET  AL.^ 

IssuancD  o#  Amandmant  to  CtomtnictkM 
Permit 

NoUae  la  herebgr  given  thai  Oie  0.8. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commteion  (the 
Ccnnmisslon)  has  Issued  Amendment  No. 

1  to  Construction  Permit  No.  CPPR-113 
issued  to  the  Northeast  Nuclear  Energy 
Company,  et  al.  The  amendment  reflects 
a  change  in  ownership  of  Millstone  Nu¬ 
clear  Power  Station,  Unit  No.  3  (the  fa¬ 
cility),  located  in  New  London  County, 
Connecticut.  The  amendment  is  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  permits  the  City  of 
Holyoke,  Massachusetts  Gas  and  Efiectric 
Department  to  become  one  of  the  joint 
owners  of  the  facility. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  andTequire- 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amendled  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR  Chapter 
I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  November  19,  1974, 
(2)  Amendment  No.  1  to  Construction 
Permit  No.  CPPR-113,  and  (3)  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Commission’s  letter  to 
Northeast  Nuclear  Energy  Company.  All 
of  these  items  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Waterford 
Public  Library,  Rc^ie  Ferry  Road,  Route 
156,  Waterford,  Connecticut. 

A  copy  of  item  (2)  may  be  obtained 
upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director  of 
the  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethea,  Maryland,  this  24th 
day  of  January,  1975. 


1  Construction  Permit  No.  CPPR-113  was 
issued  to  the  following:  Ashbumham  Mu¬ 
nicipal  Light  Plant,  Boylston  Municipal 
Lighting  Plant,  Central  V^mont  Public 
Service  Corporation,  Chicopee  Municipal 
Lighting  Plant,  City  of  Burlington,  Vermont, 
The  Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Company, 
Fitchburg  Gas  and  Blectrlc  Light  Company, 
Green  Mountain  Power  Corporation,  The 
Hartford  Electric  Light  Company,  Marble¬ 
head  Municipal  Light  Department^  Middle- 
ton  Municipal  Light  Development,  Montaup 
Electric  Company,  New  England  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  North  Attleborough  Electric  Depart¬ 
ment,  Northeast  Nuclear  Energy  Cmnpany, 
Paxton  Municipal  Light  Department.  Pea¬ 
body  Mtmlcipal  Light  Plant,  Public  Service 
Company  of  New  Hampshire,  Shrewsbury 
Light  Plant,  Templeton  Municipal  Lighting 
Plant,  Town  of  South  Hadley  Electric  Light 
Department.  The  United  Illuminating  Com¬ 
pany,  Vermont  Electric  Power  (Company,  Inc., 
Wakefield  Municipal  Light  Department,  West 
Boylston  Municipal  Lighting  Plant,  Western 
Massachusetts  Electric  Company,  Westfield 
Gas  and  Electric  Light  Department. 
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For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

D.  B.  Vassallo, 

Chtef,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Proieet  Brands  1-1,  Division 
of  Reactor  Licensing. 

[PR  Doe.75-a838  mad  l-29-7e;8:i6  ami 


TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORfTY;  HARTS- 
VILLE  NUCLEAR  PLANT  A,  UNITS  1  AND 
2;  HARTSVILLE  NUCLEAR  PLANT  B, 
UNITS  1  AND  2 

Special  Prehearing  Conference 

In  the  matter  of  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  (Hartsville  Nuclear  Plant  A 
Units  1  and  2) ,  (Hartsville  NUclear  Plant 
B  Units  1  and  2) ;  Docket  Nos.  STN  5(^ 
518,  STN  50-519,  STN  50-520,  STN  50- 
521. 

On  October  25,  1974,  the  Atomic 
Energy  Ccmimission  published  In  the 
Federal  Register  (39  FR  38013)  “Notice 
of  Hearing  on  Application  for  Construc¬ 
tion  Permits.’’  Said  notice  was  dated 
October  >16,  1974.  It  provided  inter  alia 
that  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  estaUished  for  the  above  de¬ 
scribed  proceeding  “will  convene  a  spe¬ 
cial  prehearing  conference  of  the  parties 
to  the  proceeding  and  persons  who  have 
filed  petitions  for  leave  to  intervene  or 
their  counsel  for  the  purpose  of  dealing 
with  matters  specified  in  10  CFR  2.751a.’* 
Accordingly,  a  Special  Prehearing 
Conference  will  be  held  in  the  United 
States  Courthouse,  8th  Ave.  and  Broad 
Street,  Nashville,  Tennessee  37203,  com¬ 
mencing  at  10  a.m.  on  Tuesday,  Febru¬ 
ary  25,  1975. 

It  will  be  the  purpose  ot  the  Febru¬ 
ary  25th  conferoice  to: 

(1)  Permit  Identification  of  the  key 
Issues  in  the  proceeding; 

(2)  Take  any  steps  necessary  for  fur¬ 
ther  identification  of  the  issues; 

(3)  Consider  all  Intervention  petitions 
to  allow  the  presiding  officer  to  make 
such  preliminary  or  final  determination 
as  to  the  parties  to  the  proceeding  as 
may  be  appropriate;  and 

(4)  Establish  a  schedule  for  further 
actions  in  the  proceeding. 

All  hearings  in  this  proceeding  will  be 
public  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission.  The  public  is  invited  to  at¬ 
tend  the  Special  Prehearing  Conference 
on  February  25,  1975.  However,  no 
limited  appearance  statements  will  be 
accepted  at  this  Special  Prehearing  Con¬ 
ference.  Statements  by  members  of  the 
public  making  limited  appearances  will 
be  received  at  the  cmnmencement  of 
Evidentiary  Hearings  which  will  be 
scheduled  at  a  later  date. 

It  is  so  ordered. 

Issued  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this 
27th  day  of  January.  1975. 

For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board. 

John  F.  Wolf. 
Chairman. 

(FR  Doc.75-2837  PUfld  l-aS-75;8;45  am] 
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OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  January  24,  1975  (44 
use  3509).  The  purpose  of  publishing 
this  list  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to 
inform  the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proix)sed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number (s), 
if  applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an  in¬ 
dication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

The  symbol  (x)  identifies  propwjsals 
which  appear  to  raise  no  significant  is¬ 
sues,  and  are  to  be  approved  after  brief 
notice  thru  this  release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  clearance  office.  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503,  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

New  Forms 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Oil  Company  Report,  F.R.  580,  monthly,  oil 
companies,  Hulett,  D.  T.,  395-4730. 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Quality  assurance  performance  audit  for 
NASN  for  total  suspended  particulates, 
quarterly,  State  &  local  agencies,  Weiner, 
N.,  395-4890. 

OTHER  AGENCIES 

License  proposal  requirements,  none,  single¬ 
time,  manufacturers,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  395- 
3772. 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Contract  delivery  status  record,  GSA  1678, 
monthly.  Federal  supply  contractors, 
Lowry,  R.  L.,  395-3772, 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Survey  of  VA  pensioners  age  72  or  over,  none, 
single-time,  VA  pensioners  age  72  and  over, 
Caywood,  D.  P.,  395-3443. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 

AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  Education: 

Notification  of  the  membership  of  adult 
education.  State  advisory  councils,  OE- 
395,  on  occasion,  adult  education  State 
educational  agencies,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  395- 
3772. 

Financial  status  report  &  performance  re¬ 
port — handicapped  children’s  early  edu¬ 
cation  program,  OE-9037-2,  annually. 
SEA’S,  LEA’S  Institutions  of  higher  edu¬ 
cation,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  395-3772. 
Longitudinal  evaluation  of  ESAA  pilot  and 
basic  programs,  OE  393-1,  thru  -6,  an¬ 
nually,  school  staff,  students  &  coordina¬ 
tors,  Human  Resources  Division,  395- 
3532. 

Institutional  release  of  Federal  funds/re- 
quest  for  additional  Federal  funds  under 
the  CW3  program,  OE-1286-1,  on  occa¬ 
sion,  Institutions  of  higher  education. 
Human  Resources  Division,  395-3532. 


Office  of  the  Secretary:  Letter  survey  of 
school  superintendents  of  selected  school 
districts,  OS-4-75,  single-time,  superin¬ 
tendents  of  selected  school  districts.  Hu¬ 
man  Resources  Division,  395-3532. 

Food  and  Drug  Administration:  Study  of 
tartrazine  aspirin  hypersensitivity,  FDA 
0114,  single-time,  patients  who  are  hyper¬ 
sensitive  to  tartrazine  or  aspirin.  Hall, 
George,  395-4697. 

Social  and  Rehabilitation  Service:  Develop¬ 
ment  of  a  functional  classification  system 
for  long-term  care:  ages  0-17  years,  single¬ 
time,  caretakers  of  children  who  are  in 
long  term  care,  Sunderhauf,  M.  B.,  395- 
4911. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management:  Cadastral  sur¬ 
veyor  questionnaire,  9180-37,  on  occasion, 
private  surveying  and  engineering  firms, 
Lowry,  R.  L.,  395-3772. 

Revisions 

department  of  agriculture 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service:  Producer  report  of  acreage,  ASCS- 
580,  annually,  farms,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  395- 
3772. 

Economic  Research  Service:  Farm  &  rural 
land  market  survey,  ERS  (FPED)  7,  semi¬ 
annually,  real  estate  brokers,  rural  bankers 
&  fib  managers,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  395-3772. 

EhCTENSIONS 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Finance  rates  on  consumer  mobile  home  In¬ 
stalment  credit  contracts:  worksheet; 
state  worksheet:  finance  rates  on  other 
companies,  FR  635,  other  (see  SF-83), 
Evlnger,  S.  K..  395-3648. 

AGENCY  FOR  INTERNATIONAL  DEVELOPMENT 

Offeror’s  analysis  of  cost  proposal,  1420-18, 
on  occasion,  contractors  for  contracts  over 
$100,000,  Evinger,  S.  K.,  395-3648. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 
Budget  and  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.75-2929  FUed  1-29-75:8:45  am] 


CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  Is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in  col¬ 
lecting  information  from  the  public  received 
by  the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget  on 
01/27/75  (  44  use  3509) .  The  purpose  of  pub¬ 
lishing  this  list  in  the  Federal  Register  Is 
to  inform  the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  request 
received:  the  name  of  the  agency  sponsoring 
the  proposed  collection  of  Information;  the 
agency  form  number  (s),  if  applicable;  the 
frequency  with  which  the  Information  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  collected:  the  name  of  the  re¬ 
viewer  or  reviewing  division  within  OMB,  and 
an  indication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

The  ssrmbol  (x)  identifies  proposals  which 
appear  to  raise  no  significant  issues,  and  are 
to  be  approved  after  brief  notice  thru  this 
release. 

Further  Information  about  the  items  on 
this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget,  Washington.  D.C.  20503,  (202-395- 
4529) ,  or  from  the  reviewer  listed. 

New  Forms 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Beneficiary  designation  form — ^Veterans 

Group  Life  Insurance  SGLI — retired  re¬ 
servists,  29-8721,  on  occasion,  veterans  and 
retired  reservists,  Cairwood,  D.  P.,  395-3443. 


SMITHSONIAN  INSTITUTION 

The  National  Registry  of  ’Traveling  Exhibi¬ 
tion  Sources,  Cover  Letter  and  Question¬ 
naire,  SI-3084,  SI-2084A.  SI-2084B  single¬ 
time,  Museums  and  Exhibition  Services, 
Planchon,  P.,  395-3898. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 

WELFARE 

Health  Resources  Administration:  Evalua¬ 
tion  of  Utah  Medex-Impact  on  Health  Care, 
HRABHSR1230,  single-time,  Physician 
Assistants,  Patients  and  M.D.’s,  Human  Re¬ 
sources  Division,  395-3532. 

Office  of  Education: 

Interview  Guide  for  the  Evaluation  of  Title 
IV  of  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964,  OE  383-9- 
15,  single-time,  project  staff  Lea  Staff, 
Community  &  Veterans  Affairs  Division, 
395-3532. 

Evaluation  of  School  Team  Approach  for 
Drug  Abuse,  Prevention  and  Early  Inter¬ 
vention,  OE  394-1  TH,  single-time.  Stu¬ 
dents  and  School  Staff,  Planchon,  P., 
395-3898. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics:  SIC  372  deferred 
payment  survey — 17  cents  deferred,  pay¬ 
ments  follow-up  survey,  BLS3029  X&Y, 
single-time,  aircraft  and  parts  manufac¬ 
turers,  Strasser,  A.,  395-3880. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Departmental  and  other  unit  of  local  gov¬ 
ernment  planned  use  report-revenue  shar¬ 
ing,  on  occasion,  economics  &  general  gov¬ 
ernment  division,  395-3451. 

Extensions 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

Access  permit  status  report  (holders  of  per¬ 
mits  to  use  restricted  data),  AEC-249, 
annually,  business  firms,  Evlnger,  S.  K., 
395-3648. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife: 

Fish  tag  recovery  report,  3-224,  on  oc¬ 
casion,  fishermen,  Evinger,  S.  K.,  395- 
3648. 

Report  of  migratory  birds  taken,  3-430A, 
annually,  scientific  collecting  permits, 
Evinger,  S.  K.,  395-3648. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 
Budget  and  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.75-2928  Filed  1-29-75:8:45  am] 


OFFICE  OF  TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
POLICY 

FREQUENCY  MANAGEMENT  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Fre¬ 
quency  Management  Advisory  Council 
(FMAC)  will  meet  at  1  p.m..  In  the  Eighth 
Floor  Conference  Room  of  the  Commu¬ 
nications  Satellite  Corporation,  950 
L’Enfant  Plaza  South,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  on  Wednesday,  February  19,  1975. 

The  principal  agenda  items  will  be: 
(Da  discussion  of  the  preparatory  work 
that  is  just  starting  for  the  1979  ITU 
World  ^neral  Radio  Conference,  (2) 
review  of  the  results  of  the  OTP  spon¬ 
sored  biological  side  effects  symposium, 

(3)  impact  of  electric  piower  facilities 
on  terrestrial  communications  systems, 

(4)  a  career  development  program  for 
spectrum  management  personnel  in  the 
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Federal  Oovemment,  and  15)  a  discus¬ 
sion  on  radio  receiver  characteristics. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic;  any  member  of  the  public  will  be 
permitted  to  file  a  written  statement 
with  the  Council,  before  or  after  the 
meeting. 

The  names  of  the  members  of  the 
Coimcil,  a  copy  of  the  agenda,  a  sum¬ 
mary  of  the  meeting,  and  other  infor¬ 
mation  pertaining  to  the  meeting  may 
be  obtained  from  Mr.  L.  R.  Raish,  0£Bce 
of  Telecommimicatlons  Policy,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20504  (telephone;  202-395- 
5623). 

Dated:  January  24, 1975. 

Bryan  M.  Eagle, 
Advisory  Committed 
Management  Officer. 

IFR  Doc.76-2736  PUed  l-29-76;8:46  am] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Pile  No.  600-11 

BBI,  INC. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

January  23, 1975. 

The  common  stock  of  BBI,  Inc.,  being 
traded  on  the  American  Stock  Exchange 
and  the  Phlladelphia-Baltimore-Wash- 
ington  Stock  Exchange  pursuant  to  pro- 
■  visions  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934  and  all  other  securities  of  BBI, 
Inc.  being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a 
national  securities  exchange;  and 
It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  that- the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  securities 
on  such  exchanges  and  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  sections  19(a) 
J4)  and  15(c)(5)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  trading  in  such 
securities  on  the  above  mentioned  ex¬ 
change  and  otherwise  than  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  is  suspended,  for  the 
period  from  January  24,  1975  through 
February  2, 1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-2814  Filed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 

[FUe  No.  600-11 

CANADIAN  JAVELIN,  LTD. 
Suspension  of  Trading 

January  23,  1975. 

The  common  stock  of  Canadian  Jave¬ 
lin,  Ltd.  being  traded  on  the  American 
Stock  Exchange  pursuant  to  provisions 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
and  all  other  securities  of  Canadian 
Javelin,  Ltd.  being  traded  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange; 
and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  securities 


on  such  exchange  and  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  Is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  Interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  Investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  sections  19(a) 
(4)  and  15(c)(5)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  trading  in  such 
securities  <hi  the  above  mentioned  ex¬ 
change  and  otherwise  than  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  is  suspended,  for 
the  period  from  12:01  a.m.  (e.s.t.)  on 
January  23,  1975  through  midnight 
(e.s.t.)  on  January  26, 1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.76-2815  PUed  1-29-76:8:46  am] 

[PUe  No.  600-1] 

EQUITY  FUNDING  CORPORATION  OF 
AMERICA 

Suspension  of  Trading 

January  24, 1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock,  warrants  to  purchase  the  stock, 
9^4%  debentures  due  1990,  5*72%  con¬ 
vertible  subordinated  debentures  due 
1991,  and  all  other  securities  of  Equity 
Funding  Corporation  of  America  being 
traded  otherwise  than  on  a  national  se¬ 
curities  exchange  is  required  in  the  public 
interest  and  for  the  protection  of  in¬ 
vestors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  is  suspended,  for  the  period  from 
January  27,  1975  through  February  5, 
1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-2816  PUed  1-29-76; 8:45  am] 
[811-1867] 

HYPERION  FUND,  INC. 

Notice  of  Proposal  To  Terminate 
Registration 

January  23,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  That  the  Com¬ 
mission  proposes,  pursuant  to  Section  8 
(f)  of  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  (the  “Act”) ,  to  declare  by  order  on 
its  own  motion  that  Hyperion  Fund,  Inc. 
(the  “Fund”) ,  126  Barker  Street,  Moimt 
Kisco,  New  York,  10549,  registered  under 
the  Act  as  an  open-end,  diversified  man¬ 
agement  investment  company,  has  ceased 
to  be  an  investment  company  as  defined 
in  the  Act. 

The  Fund  registered  under  the  Act  on 
May  22,  1969.  Information  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  files  Indicates  that  on  June  4, 
1974,  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  a  plan  of 
reorganization,  the  Fund  transferred  all 
of  its  assets  to  First  Multifund  of  Ameri¬ 
ca,  Inc.  (“Multifund"),  in  exchange  for 
shares  of  Multifund  which  were  distrib¬ 


uted  pro  rata  to  Fund  shareholders  in 
exchange  for  their  shares.  The  Fund  has 
no  assets  and  has  ceased  doing  business. 

Section  8(f)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  when  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  on  its  own  motion,  finds  that  a  reg¬ 
istered  investment  company  has  ceased 
to  be  an  investment  company,  it  shall  so 
declare  by  order,  and  iqx>n  taking  effect 
of  such  order  the  registration  of  such 
company  shall  cease  to  be  in  effect. 

Notice  is  further  given  That  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Febru¬ 
ary  23,  1975,  at  5:30  pjn.,  submit  to  the 
Commission  in  writing  a  request  for  a 
hearing  on  the  matter  accixnpanied  by 
a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  inter¬ 
est,  the  reasons  for  such  request,  and  the 
issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to 
be  controverted,  or  he  may  request  that 
he  be  notified  if  the  Commission  shall 
order  a  hearing  thereon. 

Any  such  communication  should  be 
addressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  shall  be 
served  personally  or  by  mail  (air  mail  if 
the  person  being  served  is  located  more 
than  500  miles  from  the  point  of  mail¬ 
ing)  upon  the  Fund  at  the  address  stated 
above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by  aflBdavit 
or,  in  the  case  of  an  attomey-at-law,  by 
certificate)  shall  be  filed  contemporane¬ 
ously  with  the  request.  As  provided  by 
Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act,  an  order  dis¬ 
posing  of  the  matter  herein  will  be  is¬ 
sued  as  of  course  following  February  23, 
1975,  unless  the  Commission  thereafter 
orders  a  hearing  upon  request  or  upon 
the  Commission’s  own  motion.  Persons 
who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to 
whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will  receive 
any  notices  and  orders  Issued  in  this 
matter,  including  the  date  of  the  hearing 
(if  ordered)  and  any  postponements 
thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management  Regulation, 
pursuant  to  delegated  author!^. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-2822  Piled  1-29-76:8:45  am] 

[811-1776] 

IMA  FUND,  INC. 

Notice  of  Proposal  To  Terminate 
Re^stration 

January  24,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  proposes,  pursuant  to  section  8 
(f)  of  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  (“Act”),  to  declare  by  order  upon 
its  own  motion  that  IMA  Fimd,  Inc. 
(“IMA”) ,  c/o  National  Bank,  1101  Euclid 
Avenue,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44115,  regis¬ 
tered  under  the  Act  as  an  open-end  in¬ 
vestment  company,  has  ceased  to  be  an 
Investment  company  as  defined  in  the 
Act. 

IMA  was  organized  under  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  Ohio  on  July  19,  1968.  It 
registered  under  the  Act  on  December  2, 
1968,  and  it  filed  a  reglstrati(»i  statement 
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on  Form  S-5  (Pile  No.  2-30926)  under 
the  Securities  Act  of  1933  which  became 
effective  on  December  17.  1969.  An 
amendment  to  the  registration  state¬ 
ment  filed  on  March  22, 1972,  became  ef¬ 
fective  on  April  28,  1972.  No  further 
amendments  were  filed.  On  March  21. 
1974,  shareholders  voted  to  dissolve  IMA. 
The  appraised  value  of  IMA’s  assets  on 
September  30,  1974,  was  $1,573.21;  and 
its  remaining  common  stock  outstanding 
is  held  by  13  persons,  none  of  whom  are 
corporations. 

Section  3(c)(1)  of  the  Act  provides, 
among  other  things,  that  any  issuer 
whose  outstanding  securities  (other  than 
short-term  paper)  are  beneficially 
oViTied  by  not  more  than  100  persons  and 
which  is  not  making  and  does  not  pres¬ 
ently  propose  to  make  a  public  offering 
of  its  securities  is  not  an  investment  com¬ 
pany  within  the  meaning  of  the  Act. 

Section  8(f)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  when  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  on  its  own  motion  or  upon  applica¬ 
tion  finds  that  a  registered  investment 
comi>any  has  ceased  to  be  an  investment 
company,  it  shall  so  declare  by  order, 
and,  upon  effectiveness  of  such  order  the 
registration  of  such  company  shall  cease 
to  be  in  effect. 

Notice  is  fmther  given  That  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may  not  later  than  Feb¬ 
ruary  19, 1975,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the 
Commission  in  writing  a  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  matter  accompanied  by 
a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  inter¬ 
est,  the  reasons  for  such  request,  and  the 
issues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  con¬ 
troverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  shall  order  a 
hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communica¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed;  Secretary,  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being  served 
Is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  IMA  Fund.,  Inc., 
at  the  address  stated  above.  Proof  of  such 
(by  affidavit,  or  in  the  case  of  an  attor- 
ney-at-law,  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed 
contemporaneously  with  the  request.  As 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
an  order  disposing  of  the  matter  herein 
will  be  issued  as  of  course  following  said 
date  unless  the  Commission  thereafter 
orders  a  hearing  upon  request  or  upon 
the  Commission’s  own  motion.  Persons 
who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to 
whether  a  hearing  is  ordered,  ^ill  receive 
any  notices  and  orders  issued  in  this 
matter,  including  the  date  of  the  hearing 
(if  ordered)  and  any  postponements 
thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Investment  Management  Regulation, 
pursuant  to  delegated  authoriy. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-2823  Filed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


[FUe  No.  500-1] 

INDUSTRIES  INTERNATIONAL,  INC. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

Januart  24,  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  In  the  common 
stock  of  Industries  International,  Inc. 
being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange  is  required  in 
the  public  interest  and  for  the  protection 
of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  is  suspended,  for  the  period  from 
January  27,  1975  through  February  5, 
1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-2817  Filed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


[File  No.  24B-18881 

NICOA  CORP. 

Order  Temporarily  Suspending  Exemption 
January  23,  1975. 

I.  Nicoa  Corporation  (“Nicoa”  or  “is¬ 
suer”)  One  Exchange  Place,  Jersey  City, 
New  Jersey  07302,  is  a  Massachusetts 
corporation  presently  located  at  One  Ex¬ 
change  Place,  Jersey  City,  New  Jersey 
07302.  It  was  organized  on  May  18,  1972 
to  engage  in  the  manufacture  of  a  Nitinol 
alloy  and  the  application  of  such  alloy 
for  use  in  temperature  sensing,  indicat¬ 
ing  and  monitoring  devices. 

On  November  17,  1972,  Nicoa  filed  a 
notification  pursuant  to  Regulation  A  in 
connection  with  a  proposed  offering  of 
100,000  shares  of  its  $.01  par  value  com¬ 
mon  stock  at  $5  a  .share.  The  offering  was 
to  be  conducted  by  Ferkauf,  Roggen  In¬ 
corporated  as  underwriter  on  a  “best  ef¬ 
forts  all  or  none”  basis  for  an  offering 
period  of  up  to  90  days.  The  offering 
commenced  on  March  20,  1973. 

On  August  13,  1973,  Nicoa  filed  post¬ 
effective  amendment  number  1  to  the 
notification,  changing  the  terms  of  the 
offering  to  a  “best  efforts,  50%  or  none” 
basis.  Under  post-effective  amendment 
number  2,  filed  on  November  26,  1973, 
Shoenberg,  Hieber,  Inc.,  of  New  York, 
New  York  was  substituted  as  under¬ 
writer,  and  provision  was  made  for  a  new 
offering  on  a  “best  efforts,  50%  or  none” 
basis,  for  a  period  of  up  to  sixty  days. 
Post-effective  amendment  number  3, 
filed  on  January  16,  1974,  provided  for 
an  offering  period  of  up  to  120  days.  The 
offering  re-commenced  on  January  31, 
1974. 

On  April  18,  1974,  Nicoa  filed  a  Form 
2-A  Report  pursuant  to  Rule  260  of  Reg¬ 
ulation  A.  Indicating  that  the  offering 
was  completed  on  April  1,  1974  with  the 
sale  of  54,523  shares. 


On  June  18, 1974,  the  Commission  sus¬ 
pended  the  over-the-counter  trading  in 
aU  securities  of  Nicoa  for  a  ten-day 
period,  because  of  questions  raised  by 
the  after  market  trading  activities  in  the 
Issuer’s  common  stock  (Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  Release  No.  10864) . 
The  suspension  has  been  renewed  con¬ 
tinuously  for  successive  ten-day  periods 
and  is  still  in  effect. 

II.  The  Commission  on  the  basis  of 
information  reported  to  it  by  its  staff, 
lias  reason  to  beheve  that: 

A.  The  notification  and  offering  cir¬ 
cular  contain  untrue  statements  of  ma¬ 
terial  facts  and  omit  to  state  material 
facts  necessary  in  order  to  make  tlie 
statements  made,  in  the  light  of  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  under  which  they  were  made, 
not  misleading,  in  the  following  re¬ 
spects; 

1.  The  failure  to  accurately  disclose 
the  manner  of  distribution  of  the  securi¬ 
ties: 

2.  The  failure  to  disclose  Philip  S. 
Budin  (“P.  Budin”),  David  Budin  (“D. 
Budin”)  and  David  Hugh  Treheme- 
’Thomas  (“Thomas”)  as  underwriters  of 
the  offering; 

3.  The  failure  to  disclose  the  purchase 
of  shares  of  the  issuer  by  P.  Budin  and 
Thomas; 

4.  'The  statement  that  Neil  E.  Rogen, 
the  president  of  the  issuer,  owned  130,000 
shares  of  the  issuer’s  common  stock 
when,  in  fact,  he  owned  only  100,000 
shares; 

5.  The  stat«nent  that  D.  Budin  owned 
2,500  shares  of  the  issuer’s  common 
stock  when,  in  fact,  such  shares  were 
owned  by  P.  Budin;  and 

6.  The  failure  to  accurately  state  the 
jmisdictions  in  which  the  secuidties  were 
proposed  to  be  offered. 

B.  Tlie  terms  and  conditions  of  Regu¬ 
lation  A  have  not  been  met  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  respects; 

1.  In  at  least  one  instance  a  copy  of 
the  issuer’s  offering  circular  was  not  de¬ 
livered  to  a  prospective  purchaser, 

2.  The  Form  2-A  Report  failed  to  indi¬ 
cate  the  actual  termination  date  of  the 
offering; 

3.  The  offering  circular  inaccurately 
sets  forth  the  manner  of  distribution  of 
the  securities; 

4.  The  notification  and  offering  cir¬ 
cular  fail  to  disclose  P.  Budin,  D.  Budin 
and  Thomas  as  underwiiters  of  the 
offering; 

5.  The  notification  and  offering  cir¬ 
cular  fail  to  disclose  the  purchase  of 
securities  of  the  issuer  by  P.  Budin  and 
Tho/nas; 

6.  The  notification  and  offering  cir¬ 
cular  inaccurately  set  forth  the  number 
of  shares  owned  by  Neil  E.  Rogen,  the 
president  of  the  issuer; 

7.  The  notification  inccurately  sets 
forth  the  ownership  of  shares  by  D. 
Budin  which  were,  in  fact,  owned  by  P. 
Budin;  and 

8.  The  notification  inaccurately  sets 
forth  the  jurisdictions  in  which  the  se¬ 
curities  were  to  be  offered. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  21— THURSDAY,  JANUARY  30,  19/5 


NOTICES 


4503 


C.  The  offering  was  made  in  violation 
of  Section  17  of  the  Securities  Act  of 
1933,  as  amended. 

m.  It  appearing  to  the  Commission 
that  it  is  in  the  public  interest  and  for 
the  protection  of  investors  tiiat  the  ex¬ 
emption  of  the  Issuer  xmder  Regulation 
A  be  temporarily  suspended. 

It  is  ordered,  piusuant  to  Rule  261(a) 
of  the  general  rules  and  regulations 
imder  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as 
amended.  That  the  exemption  of  the 
Issuer  imder  Regulation  A  be,  and  hereby 
is,  tempoiurlly  suspended; 

It  is  further  ordered,  pursuant  to  Rule 
7  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice, 
That  the  issuer  file  an  answer  to  the 
allegations  contained  in  this  order  with¬ 
in  thirty  days  of  the  entry  thereof ; 

Notice  is  hereby  given.  That  any  person 
having  any  interest  in  the  matter  may 
file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  a  written  request  for  a  hearing 
within  thirty  days  after  the  entry  of 
this  order;  that  within  twenty  days  after 
receipt  of  such  request  the  Commission 
will,  or  at  any  time  upon  its  own  motion 
may,  set  the  matter  down  for  a  hearing 
at  a  place  to  be  designated  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
whether  this  order  of  suspension  should 
be  vacated  or  made  permanent,  without 
prejudice,  however,  to  the  consideration 
and  presentation  of  additional  matters 
at  the  hearing;  and  that  notice  of  the 
time  and  place  for  the  said  hearing  will 
be  promptly  given  by  the  Commission. 
If  no  hearing  is  requested  and  none  is 
ordered  by  the  Commission,  the  order 
shall  become  permanent  on  the  thirtieth 
day  after  its  entry  and  shall  remain  in 
effect  xmless  it  is  modified  or  vacated  by 
the  Commission. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-2824  Piled  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


[Pile  No.  600-1] 

NICOA  CORP. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

January  23,  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Nicoa  Corporation  being  traded 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  is  required  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  for  the  protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange 
Is  suspended,  for  the  period  from  Janu¬ 
ary  24,  1975  through  February  2,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-2818  Plied  1-29-76:8:45  am] 


[PUe  No.  600-1] 

PALISADE  MINING  AND  MILLING  CO. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

January  23,  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Palisade  Mining  and  Milling 
Company  being  traded  otherwise  than  on 
a  national  securities  exchange  is  required 
in  the  public  interest  and  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange 
is  suspended,  for  the  period  from  2:30 
p.m.  (est)  on  January  23,  1975  through 
midnight  (est)  on  February  1,  1975, 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-2819  PUed  1-29-76:8:45  am] 


[Pile  No.  600-1] 

WESTGATE  CALIFORNIA  CORP. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

January  24,  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  (class  A  and  B),  the  cmnulatlve 
preferred  stock  (5%  and  6%),  the  6 
percent  subordinated  debentures  due 
1979  and  the  GV2  percent  convertible  sub¬ 
ordinated  debentures  due  1987  being 
traded  otherwise  than  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  is  required  in  the 
public  interest  and  for  the  protection  of 
investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange  is 
suspended,  for  the  period  from  January 
27, 1975  through  February  5, 1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-2820  Piled  1-29-75:8:45  am] 


[Pile  No.  600-1] 

ZENITH  DEVELOPMENT  CORP. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

January  24,  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Zenith  Development  Corpora¬ 
tion  being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a 
national  securities  exchange  is  required 
in  the  public  interest  and  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors; 

'Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 


1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange 
is  suspended,  for  the  period  from  Janu¬ 
ary  27, 1975  through  February  5,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-2821  FUed  1-29-76:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Office  of  Federal  Contract  Compliance 

METROPOLITAN  ATLANTA  RAPID 
TRANSIT  AUTHORITY 

Approval  of  Equal  Employment 
Opportunity  Plan 

1.  Background.  41  CFR  60-1.4(b)(2) 
(39  FR  2365,  January  21, 1974)  proscribes 
procedures  whereby  State  and  local  gov¬ 
ernments  intending  to  impose  affirma¬ 
tive  action  hiring  or  training  require¬ 
ments  on  Federally-assisted  construc¬ 
tion  already  subject  to  Federal  minority 
hiring  and/or  training  plans  established 
pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11246,  as 
amended,  shall  submit  such  requirements 
to  the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Federal 
Contract  Compliance.  Such  State  and 
local  requirements  will  be  deemed  appli¬ 
cable  to  Federally-assisted  construction 
contracts  unless  the  Office  of  Federal 
Contract  Compliance  (OPCXJ) ,  or  in  the 
case  of  an  appeal  of  the  Director’s  deter¬ 
mination,  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Emplosmnent.Btandards,  determines  that 
such  requirements  are  inconsistent  with 
the  Order  or  incompatible  with  the  ef¬ 
fective  implementation  of  the  Federal 
minority  hiring  and/or  training  plan 
(either  voluntary  or  imposed)  in  the 
area. 

Pursuant  to  41  C3FR  60-1.4(b)  (2).  on 
July  21,  1974,  the  Metropolitan  Atlanta 
Rapid  Transit  Authority  (MARTA)  sub¬ 
mitted  its  Appendix  A  Equal  Employ¬ 
ment  Opportunity  Plan  and  Bid  Condi¬ 
tions  for  construction  projects  in  the 
Atlanta  Metropolitan  area  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  OFCC.  The  MARTA  equal  employ¬ 
ment  opportunity  provisions  are  appli¬ 
cable  to  all  construction  work  performed 
xmder  contracts  with  the  Metropolitan 
Atlanta  Rapid  Transit  Authority.  In 
relevant  part,  the  plan  requires  all  bid¬ 
ders  to  submit  with  their  bi^  projec¬ 
tions  of  the  percentage  of  manhours  to 
be  worked  by  minority  persons  on  all  of 
the  contractor’s  projects,  private  and 
public,  within  the  Atlanta  area  including 
the  MARTA  project.  For  projects 
covered  by  the  Atlanta  Plan,  contractor’s 
projections  of  minority  manpower 
utilization  mxist  be  at  least  equal  to  the 
ranges  included  in  the  Atlanta  Plan  for 
the  ten  (10)  trades  covered  by  that  Plan. 
For  administrative  job  classifications 
and  those  trades  not  covered  by  the  At¬ 
lanta  Plan,  contractors  mxist  sxibmit  rea¬ 
sonable  and  meaningful  goals  where 
minorities  are  xmderutilized.  The  Plan 
includes  a  docxunent  entitled  Guidelines 
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for  the  Determination  of  Underutiliza¬ 
tion.  This  document  lists  nine  (9)  factors 
wliich  the  contractor  must  consider  in 
submitting  “reasonable  and  meaningful’’ 
goals.  The  goals  for  those  ten  (10)  trades 
covered  by  the  Atlanta  Plan  are  non- 
negotiable.  The  goals  submitted  for  ad¬ 
ministrative  job  classifications  and  for 
tliose  trades  not  covered  by  the  Atlanta 
Plan,  may  be  the  subject  of  negotiations 
between  MARTA  and  the  apparent  low 
bidder. 

The  MARTA  Plan  adopts  the  three  (3) 
methods  of  compliance  listed  in  sec¬ 
tion  2(a) -(c)  of  Appendix  A  of  the  At¬ 
lanta  Plan.  In  the  event  a  contractor  fails 
to  meet  his  commitment  to  the  goals  of 
the  MARTA  Plan,  a  determination  of 
good  faith  is  made  based  on  his  efforts  to 
comply.  (3ood  faith  is  determined  by  the 
contractor’s  efforts  to  comply  with  the 
sixteen  (16)  good  faith  steps  listed  in 
the  MARTA  Bid  Conditions.  When  a 
contractor  meets  his  goals  he  is  deemed 
to  be  in  compliance  with  the  MARTA 
Plan.  When  the  contractor  fails  to  meet 
his  goals,  the  Authority  may  proceed 
with  formal  sanction  proceedings.  Upon  a 
showing  that  the  contractor  has  failed 
to  meet  his  goals,  the  contractor  must 
then  present  evidence  to  show  that  he 
or  his  labor  imion  has  met  the  good 
faith  requirement  of  the  MARTA  Plan. 

Compliance  with  the  MARTA  Plan  Is 
monitored  by  monthly  reports  on  OPCC 
Form  66.  Failure  to  report  in  a  timely 
manner  may  result  in  a  finding  of  non- 
compliance  for  failure  to  submit  the  re¬ 
quired  information. 

The  MARTA  Plan  includes  extensive 
requirements  covering  the  utilization  of 
minority  business  enterprises.  These  re¬ 
quirements  do  not  include  goals  and 
timetables.  'They  are  efforts  which  con¬ 
tractors  must  make  to  apprise  prospec¬ 
tive  minority  subcontractors  of  the  con¬ 
tractor’s  interest  in  doing  business  with 
minority  enterprises. 

Copies  of  the  Metropolitan  Atlanta 
Rapid  Transit  Authority  EEO  Plan  and 
Bid  Conditions  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Metropolitan  Atlanta  Rapid  'Transit  Au¬ 
thority,  Suite  1300,  100  Peachtree  Street 
KW.,  Atlanta,  (Georgia  30303,  or  Philip  J. 
Davis,  Director,  OfiBce  of  Federal  Con¬ 
tract  Compliance,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  14th  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

2.  After  careful  review  of  the  Metro¬ 
politan  Atlanta  Rapid  ’Transit  Authority 
EEO  Plan  and  Bid  Conditions,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  41  (TFR  60-1,4 
(b)  (2) ,  I  have  determined  that  the 
MARTA  EEO  Plan  and  Bid  Conditions 
are  not  inconsistent  with  Executive  Order 
11246,  as  amended,  and  not  incompatible 
with  the  implementation  of  the  Federal 
Atlanta  Plan.  Accordingly,  I  have  ap¬ 
proved  the  MARTA  EEO  Plan  and  Bid 
Conditions,  and  the  Authority  may  in¬ 
clude  such  requirements  in  Federally- 
assisted  construction  contracts. 


3.  Right  of  appeal.  On  Monday,  Jan¬ 
uary  20, 1975,  in  accordance  with  41  CFR 
60-1-4 (b)  (2) ,  I  communicated  my  deter¬ 
mination  to  Mr.  John  L.  Cole,  Assistant 
to  ttie  General  Manager  for  Equal  Em¬ 
ployment  Opportunity  by  registered  mail, 
return  receipt  requested. 

Pursuant  to  41  CFR  60-4  (b)  (2) ,  any 
perscm  or  groups  siffected  by  my  deter¬ 
mination,  including  construction  con¬ 
tractors,  labor  organizations,  or  other 
organizations  or  construction  trades 
contractors  and/or  labor  organizations, 
and  minority  community  groups,  may 
appeal  this  determination  to  Mr,  Ber¬ 
nard  E.  DeLury,  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Employment  Standards.  14th  Street  and 
Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washingrton, 
D.C.  20210,  by  requesting  a  hearing  on 
or  before  February  20,  1975.  Following 
this  appeal  period,  if  any  requests  for  a 
hearing  have  been  filed  witli  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary,  the  Department  of  Labor 
shall  then  designate  an  administrative 
law  judge  who  shall  conduct  a  hearing  to 
make  proposed  findings  and  a  recom¬ 
mended  decision  to  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  upon  the  basis  of  the  record  be¬ 
fore  him.  The  administrative  law  judge 
shall  give  reasonable  notice  of  the  op¬ 
portunity  to  participate  in  such  hearing 
by  registered  mail,  return  receipt  re¬ 
quested,  to  those  requesting  the  hear¬ 
ing  and  shall  also  give  reasonable  notice 
of  such  hearing  in  the  Federal  Register 
to  inform  all  other  persons,  organiza¬ 
tions  and  other  entitles  aff^ted  by  my 
determination  their  opportunity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  hearing.  Each  participant 
shall  have  the  right  to  counsel  and  a 
fair  opportunity  to  present  his  case,  in¬ 
cluding  such  cross-examination  as  the 
administrative  law  judge  may  deem  ap¬ 
propriate  in  the  circmnstances.  Within 
eighty  (80)  days  of  the  close  of  the  ap¬ 
peal  period  for  requesting  a  hearing, 
the  Assistant  Secretary  shall  make  a 
final  decision  on  the  basis  of  the  record 
before  him,  which  shall  consist  of  the 
record  for  recommended  decision,  the 
rulings  and  recommended  decision  of  the 
administrative  law  judge,  and  the  excep¬ 
tions  and  briefs  filed  subsequent  to  the 
administrative  law  judge’s  decision. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  20th 
day  of  January  1975. 

Philip  J.  Davis, 
Director,  Office' of  Federal 
Contractor  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.75-2771  Piled  l-29-75;8;45  ami 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
CONCORD  DISTRICT  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 
Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Concord  District  Advisory  Council  will 
meet  at  10:30  a.m..  Eastern  Standard 
’Time,  Thursday,  February  13,  1975,  in 
the  Convention  Center  of  the  Sheraton 
Wayfarer  Motor  Inn,  Bedford  Inter¬ 


change,  Bedford.  New  Hampshire,  to  dis¬ 
cuss  such  business  as  may  be  presented 
by  members,  the  staff  of  the  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration,  and  others  attend¬ 
ing.  For  further  information,  call  or  write 
Bert  Teague,  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion,  55  Pleasant  Street,  Concord.  New 
Hampshire  03301  (603)  224-7724. 

Dated:  January  23, 1975. 

John  Jameson, 

Director,  Office  of  Advisory 
Councils,  Small  Business  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

|PR  Doc.75-2734  Piled  1-29-75:8:45  »ml 

SELECTIVE  SERVICE  SYSTEM 

RANDOM  SELECTION  SEQUENCE  FOR 
INDUCTION  OF  REGISTRANTS 

Lottery  Drawing 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me 
by  §  1631.1  of  Selective  Service  regula¬ 
tions  (32  CFR  1631.1) ,  a  drawing  will  be 
conducted  in  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  Auditorium,  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
March  12,  1975,  beginning  at  10  a.m., 
es.t.,  to  establish  a  random  selecticm  se¬ 
quence  for  induction  of  registrants  who 
during  the  calendar  year  1975  have  at¬ 
tained  their  19th  but  not  their  20th  year 
of  age. 

Byron  V.  Pepitone, 

Director. 

January  24,  1975. 

[PR  Doc.76-2746  Piled  1-29-75:8:45  am] 


VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

STATION  COMMITTEE  ON  EDUCATIONAL 
ALLOWANCES 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  V,  Review  Procedure  and  Hearing 
Rules,  Station  Committee  on  Educational 
Allowances  that  on  February  6,  1975,  at 
10  a.m.,  the  VARO  Cleveland  Station 
Committee  on  Educational  Allowances 
shall  at  Room  1183,  Anthony  J.  Cele- 
brezze  Federal  Building,  1240  East  Ninth 
Street,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44199,  conduct  a 
hearing  to  determine  whether  Veterans 
Administration  benefits  to  all  eligible 
persons  enrolled  in  the  Akron  Aviation 
Company,  Akron  Municipal  Airport, 
Akron,  Ohio  44303,  should  be  discon¬ 
tinued,  as  provided  in  38  CFR  21.4134, 
because  a  requirement  of  law  is  not  being 
met  or  a  provision  of  the  law  has  been 
violated.  All  interested  persons  shall  be 
permitted  to  attend,  appear  before,  or  file 
statements  with  the  committee  at  that 
time  and  place. 

Dated:  January  23, 1975. 

L.  M.  Merritt, 

Director,  VA  Regional  Office. 

[PR  Doc.76-2787  Filed  1-29-75:8:45  am] 
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[Notice  685] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

January  27, 1975. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  OflBcial  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
Interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  Insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 
No  amendments  will  be  entertained  after 
the  date  of  this  publication. 

UC  531  Sub  299,  Younger  Brothers,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  January  28,  1975  at  £>allas,  Texas 
Is  postponed  Indefinitely. 

MC  117165  Sub  37,  C.  J.  Davis  dba  St.  Louis 
Freight  Lines,  now  assigned  February  20, 
1975  at  Chicago,  Illinois,  Is  cancelled  and 
the  i4>pUcation  Is  dismissed. 

MC  114273  Sub  182,  Cedar  Rapids  Steel 
Transportation,  Inc.,  now  assigned  Janu¬ 
ary  29,  1976  at  Denver,  Colo.,  Is  cancelled 
and  the  application  Is  dismissed. 

MC  107515  Sub  941,  Refrigerated  Transport 
Co.,  Inc.,  MC  114273  Sub  216,  Cedar  Rapids 
Steel  Transportation,  Inc.,  MC  138018  Sub 
8,  Refrigerated  Foods,  Inc.,  and  MC  138018 
Sub  15,  Refrigerated  Foods,  Inc.,  now  being 
assigned  March  17,  1975,  (1  week),  at  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  desig¬ 
nated  later. 

FD.  27827,  Southern  Railway  Company 
Change  in  Service  of  Trains  Nos.  1  and  2 
Between  Atlanta,  Georgia  and  Birmingham, 
Alabama  to  Three  Days  a  Week;  and  FD. 
27828,  Southern  Railway  Company — Dis¬ 
continuance  of  Operation  of  Trains  Nos. 
5  and  6  Between  Charlotte,  N.C.  and  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.,  and  Change  of  Service  Between 
Washington,  D.C.  and  Charlotte,  N.C.,  now 
being  assigned  March  11,  1975  (2  days),  at 
Atlanta,  Ga.;  March  13,  1975  (1  day),  at 
Anniston,  Ala.;  March  14,  1975  (1  day), 
at  Birmingham,  Ala.,  March  17,  1975  (1 
day),  at  Greenville,  S.C.,  and  March  18, 
1975  (1  day),  at  Charlotte,  N.C.,  in  hearing 
rooms  to  be  designated  later. 

FD.  27829,  Southern  Railway  Company  Dis¬ 
continuance  of  Trains  Nos.  7  and  8  Between 
Washington,  D.C.  and  Lynchburg,  Va.,  now 
being  assigned  March  17,  1975  (2  days),  at 
the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.;  March  19, 
1975  (1  day),  at  Charlottesville,  Va.;  cmd 
March  20,  1975  fl  day),  at  Lynchbimg,  Va., 
in  hearing  rooms  to  be  designated  later. 
MC  1263  Sub  18,  McCarty  Truck  Line,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  March  10,  1975  (1 
week)  at  Lincoln,  Nebraska,  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  108340  (Sub-No.  27),  Haney  Truck  Line, 
now  being  assigned  March  17, 1975  (1  week) 
at  Portland,  Oregon,  in  a  hearing  room  to 
be  later  designated. 

MC  53965  Sub  95,  Graves  Truck  Line,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  March  18, 1975  (3  days) 
at  Denver,  Colorado,  in  a  hearing  room  to 
be  designated  later. 

MC  41432  Sub  143,  East  Motor  Freight  Lines, 
Inc.,  MC  48958  Sub  121,  Illlnois-California 
Express,  Inc.  and  MC  108461  Sub  122,  now 
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being  assigned  March.  10,  1975  (1  week)' 
at  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  in  a  hearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswalo, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-2839  FUed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


[Rule  19;  Ex  Parte  241;  Rev.  Exemption  88, 
Arndt.  2] 

EXEMPTION  UNDER  MANDATORY  CAR 
SERVICE  RULES 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Revised 
Exemption  No.  88,  Issued  November  25, 
1974. 

It  is  ordered.  That,  under  the  authority 
vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Rule  19,  Re¬ 
vised  Exemption  No.  88  to  the  Mandatory 
Car  Service  Rules,  ordered  in  Ex  Parte 
No.  241,  be,  and  it  is  hereby  amended  to 
expire  February  28, 1975. 

■Ihis  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  January  15, 1975. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  January 
14,  1975. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.75-2842  Filed  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


[Rule  19;  Ex  Parte  241;  Exemption  93] 

GRAND  TRUNK  WESTERN  RAILROAD  CO. 

Exemption  Under  Mandatory  Car  Service 
Rules 

It  appearing,  That  the  Grand  Trunk 
Western  Railroad  Company  (GTW) ,  and 
the  Penn  Central  Transportation  Com¬ 
pany,  Robert  W.  Blanchette,  Richard  C. 
Bond,  and  John  H.  McArthur,  Trustees 
(PC),  have  each  agreed  to  the  unre¬ 
stricted  use  by  the  other  of  its  plain  gon¬ 
dola  cars  less  than  61  ft.  in  length;  and 
that  such  mutual  use  of  gondola  cars 
win  increase  car  utilization  by  reductions 
in  switching  and  movements  of  empty 
gondola  cars. 

It  is  ordered.  That  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Rule 
19,  plain  gondola  cars  described  in  the 
Ofiflcial  Railway  Equipment  Register, 
I.C.C.  R.E.R.  No.  393,  issued  by  W.  J. 
Trezise,  or  successive  issues  thereof,  as 
having  mechanical  designation  “GA”, 
“GB",  “GD”,  “GH”,  “GS”,  “GT”,  and 
"GW”,  which  are  less  than  61  ft.  0  in. 
long,  and  which  bear  the  reporting  marks 
listed  herein,  may  be  used  by  the  GTW 
and  the  PC  without  regard  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  Car  Service  Rules  1  and  2. 

Reporting  mark* 


GTW 

PC 

B&A 

BWC 

CASO 

NH 

NYC 

PC 

PCA 

PCB 

P&E 

PRR 

TOC 

Effective  January  15, 1975. 
Expires  April  15, 1975. 
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Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Jan¬ 
uary  15, 1975- 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.76-2840  Filed  l-29-75;8;45  am] 


[Order  Na  117,  Arndt.  2;  Rev.  S.O.  994] 

NEW  YORK,  SUSQUEHANNA  AND 
WESTERN  RAILROAD  CO. 

Rerouting  or  Diversion  of  Traffic 

Upon  further  consideration  of  I.C.C. 
Order  No.  117  (the  New  York,  Susque¬ 
hanna  and  Western  Railroad  Company) , 
and  good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered,  that:  I.C.C.  Order  No.  117 
be,  and  it  is  hereby,  amended  by  sub¬ 
stituting  the  following  paragraph  (g) 
for  paragraph  (g)  thereof: 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  July  31, 1975,  unless 
otherwise  modified,  changed,  or  sus¬ 
pended. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  at  11 :59  p.m., 
January  31,  1975,  and  that  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
to  the  car  service  and  car  hire 
agreement  imder  the  terms  of  that 
agreement,  and  upon  the  American 
Short  line  Railroad  Association;  and 
that  it  be  filed  with  the  Director, 
OflSce  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Jan¬ 
uary  23,  1975. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Phaler, 

[FR  Doc.75-2841  FUed  1-29-75; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  31358] 

CHICAGO.  BURLINGTON  &  QUINCY  RAIL¬ 
WAY  CO.,  ET  AL  vs.  NEW  YORK,  SUS¬ 
QUEHANNA  &  WESTERN  RAILROAD  CO., 
ET  AL 

Filing  of  Petition 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Florida 
East  Coast  Railway  X)ompany  (FEC) 
filed  on  January  15,  1975  a  petition  for 
order  interpreting  prior  decision  in  this 
cause.  The  FEC  seeks  an  interpretation 
by  the -Commission  as  to  whether  AAR 
Circular  No.  OT-37-A,  which  establishes 
a  procedure  for  adjusting  the  values  of 
rehabilitated  second  hand  cars,  is  ccm- 
trary  to  the  Intent  and  the  specific  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  Commission’s  orders  in  this 
case.  It  is  the  contention  of  the  FEC  that 
AAR  Circular  OT-37-A  has  inflated  the 
values  of  rehabilitated  cars  and  has 
caused  the  FEC  and  other  similarly  sit¬ 
uated  railroads  to  pay  higher  per  diem 
rates. 

Any  interested  party  may  file  a  reply 
to  the  FEC’s  petition  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  no  later  than  March  5,  1975.  Inter¬ 
ested  parties  may  obtain  copies  of  the 
petition  upon  request  from  the  Com¬ 
mission  or  by  contacting  Charles  B. 
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Evans,  attorney  for  the  P.E.C.,  One 
Malaga  Street,  St.  Augustine,  Florida 
32084. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  Janu¬ 
ary  23, 1975. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.75-2838  Piled  l-29-75;8:45  am] 


[Notice  10] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 

AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

January  23,  1975. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
application;  except  as  otherwise  specifi¬ 
cally  noted,  each  applicant  states  that 
there  will  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  result¬ 
ing  from  approval  of  its  application  for 
temporary  authority  under  section  210a 
(a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  pro¬ 
vided  for  under  the  new  rules  of  Ex  Parte 
No.  MC-67  (49  CFR  Part  1131) ,  pubUshed 
in  the  Federal  Register,  issue  of  .April  27, 
1965,  effective  July  1,  1965.  These  rules 
provide  that  protests  to  the  granting  of 
an  application  must  be  filed  with  the 
field  official  named  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  publication,  on  or  before  February  14, 
1975.  One  copy  of  such  protests  must  be 
served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  authorized 
representative,  if  any,  and  the  protests 
must  certify  that  such  service  has  been 
made.  The  protests  must  be  specific  as  to 
the  service  which  such  protestant  can 
and  will  offer,  and  must  consist  of  a 
signed  original  and  six  (6)  copies, 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in 
field  office  to  which  protests  are  to  be 
transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  647  (Sub-No.  13TA),  filed 
January  17,  1975.  Applicant:  EXHIBI¬ 
TORS  SERVICE  COMPANY,  85  Helen 
Street,  McKees  Rocks,  Pa.  15136.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Samuel  P, 
Delisi,  530  Grant  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
15219.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a- 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Food¬ 
stuffs,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration;  and  (2)  Frozen 
fish  and  agricultural  commodities,  the 
transportation  of  which  is  otherwise 
exempt  from  economic  regulation  un¬ 
der  Section  203(b)  (6)  of  the  Act  in  mixed 
loads  with  the  commodities  in  (1)  above, 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration,  between  points  in  Al¬ 
legheny  Covmty,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Roanoke 
County,  Va.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Crafton  Distribution  and  Stor¬ 
age,  Inc.,  295  W.  Steuben  Street,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.  15205.  Send  protests  to:  John 
N.  England,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  2111  Federal  Bldg.,  1000 
Liberty  Avenue,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15222. 

No.  MC  8973  (Sub-No.  36TA),  filed 
January  15,  1975.  Applicant:  METRO¬ 


POLITAN  TRUCKING,  INC.,  2424  95th 
Street,  North  Bergen,  N.J.  07047.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  George  A.  Olsen, 

69  Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J. 
07306.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Plas¬ 
tic  pellets  (in  bulk),  (2)  plastic  hose,  in 
mixed  loads  with  plastic  pellets,  in  bulk, 
and  (3)  materials,  equipment,  and  sup¬ 
plies,  used  in  the  manufacture  and  sale 
of  plastic  articles  (except  liquid  commod¬ 
ities,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  be¬ 
tween  the  facilities  of  Colorite  Plastics 
Co.,  Division  of  Dart  Industries,  Inc.,  at 
Ridgefield,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States, 
in  and  east  of  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Nebraska,  Colorado,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  and  Texas  (except  points  in  New 
Jersey,  New  Hampshire,  and  Maine) ,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper;  Colorite 
Plastic  Co.,  Div.,  of  Dart  Ind.,  101  Rail¬ 
road  Avenue,  Ridgefield,  N.J.  07657.  Send 
protests  to:  R.  E.  Johnston,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  9  Clinton  St.,  Newark,  N.J. 
07102. 

No.  MC  81908  (S'ub-No.  5TA),  filed 
January  17,  1975.  Applicant:  GARNER 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Route  #4,  Findlay, 
Ohio  45840.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Michael  M.  Briley,  300  Madison  Avenue, 
Toledo,  Ohio  43640.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  fertilizer  and  dry  fertilizer  in¬ 
gredients,  in  bags  or  in  bulk;  herbicides, 
insecticides,  and  pesticides,  w'hen  mov¬ 
ing  in  mixed  shipments  with  dry  fertil¬ 
izer  or  dry  ingredients;  and  animal  and 
poultry  feed  and  animal  and  poultry  feed 
ingredients,  restricted  against  the  ship¬ 
ment  of  commodities  in  bulk  in  tank 
vehicles,  (1)  from  the  plants)  te  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  The  Andersons, 
a  partnership,  located  at  or  near  Mau¬ 
mee,  Ohio,  to  points  in  the  States  of 
Michigan,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Wisconsin, 
Pennsylvania,  Kentucky,  and  New  York; 
and  (2)  from  the  plantsite  and  facilities 
of  Wegro,  Inc.,  a  Corporation,  located 
at  or  near  Grand  Rapids,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  the  States  of  Michigan,  Illinois,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Indisma,  Pennsylvania,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  and  New  York,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shippers;  The  Andersons,  P.O. 
Box  119,  Maumee,  Ohio  43537;  Wegro, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  82,  Grand  Rapids,  Ohio 
43522.  Send  protests  to:  Keith  D.  War¬ 
ner,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  313  Federal  Office  Bldg.,  234  Sum¬ 
mit  Street,  Toledo,  Ohio  43604. 

No.  MC  41951  (Sub-No.  26  TA) ,  filed 
January  21,  1975.  Applicant:  WHEAT- 
LEY  TRUCKING,  me.,  Cambridge,  Md. 
Applicant’s  representative;  M,  Bruce 
Mordan,  201  Azar  Bldg.,  Glen  Bumie, 
Md.  21061.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  Fib- 
reboard  cartons,  kn(x:ked  down  fiat,  ex¬ 
cept  corrugated  in  boxes,  from  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  to  Cambridge,  Md.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  RJR  Foods,  Inc., 
Woods  Road,  Cambridge,  Md.  Send  pro- 
.  tests  to:  W.  C.  Hersman,  District  Super¬ 


visor,  Room  317,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  12  & 
Constitution  Ave.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
21432. 

No.  MC  87379  (Sub-No.  12  TA),  filed 
January  20,  1975.  Applicant:  C.  H. 
HOOKER  TRUCKmG  CO.,  1475  Roan¬ 
oke  Avenue,  Uhrichsville,  Ohio  44638. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Boyd  B.  Fer¬ 
ris,  Esq.,  Muldoon,  Pemberton  &  Ferris, 

50  West  Broad  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio 
43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Clay 
products  (except  earthenware,  pottery, 
stoneware,  and  chinaware),  from  Tus¬ 
carawas  County,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Iowa, 
Maine,  Minnesota,  Mi^ouil,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  lUiode  Island,  and  Vermont,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shippers:  Beldon 
Brick  Company,  *1401  Beldon  Drive, 
Uhrichsville,  Ohio  44683.  Elvans  Clay 
Products  CJompany,  P.O.  Box  261,  Mid¬ 
vale,  Ohio  44653.  Larson  Clay  Pipe  Com¬ 
pany,  P.O.  Box  431,  Uhrichsville,  Ohio 
44683.  Send  protests  to:  Prank  L.  CJal- 
vary.  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  220  Federal  Bldg,  and  U.S.  Court¬ 
house,  85  Marconi  Boulevard,  Columbus, 
Ohio  43215.  ' 

No.  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  289  TA) ,  filed 
January  15,  1975.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  mc.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Wilburn  L.  WiUiamson,  Suite 
280,  National  Foundation  life  Center, 
3535  N.W.  58th  Street,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  73112.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  iiregular  routes,  transporting; 
Composition  board,  prefinished  wall 
panels,  prefinished  gypsum  panels,  ad¬ 
hesives,  moldings  and  accessories  inci¬ 
dental  to  the  installation  thereof,  from 
the  plant  site  and  facilities  of  the  United 
States  Gypsum  Company,  at  Pittsburg, 
Kansas  to  points  in  Missouri,  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  junction  of  the 
Arkansas-Missouri  state  line  and  Mis¬ 
souri  Highway  19,  thence  along  Missouri 
Highway  19  to  the  junction  of  Missouri 
Highway  19  and  Missouri  Highway  106, 
thence  along  Missouri  Highway  106  to 
the  jimction  of  Missouri  Highway  106 
and  Missouri  Highway  21,  thence  along 
Missouri  21  to  the  jimction  of  Missouri 
Highway  47,  thence  along  Missouri  47 
to  the  junction  of  Missouri  Highway  47 
and  U.S.  Highway  61,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  61  to  the  Missouri-Iowa  state 
line,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper(s) ; 
United  States  Gypsum  Company,  101 
South  Wacker  Drive,  Chicago,  Ill.  60606. 
Robert  F.  Tabor,  Traffic  Manager,  In¬ 
dustrial  Products.  Send  protests  to: 
Ray  C.  Armstrong,  Jr.,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Cantunission,  Room  T-9038  U.S. 
Postal  Service  Bldg.,  701  Loyola  Avenue, 
New  Orleans,  La.  70113. 

No.  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  290  TA) ,  filed 
January  20,  1975.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Wilburn  L.  Williamson,  Suite 
280,  National  Foundation  Life  Center, 
3535  N.W.  58th  Street,  Oklahoma  City. 
Okla.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
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common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pallets, 
from  Winona,  Mo.,  to  Memphis,  Tenn., 
and  points  in  Tennessee  on  and  north  of 
a  line,  from  the  Virginla-Tennessee 
State  line  along  U.S,  Highway  11-E  to 
the  Junction  of  Knox  County,  thence 
north  of  Knox,  Rome,  Rhea,  Bledsoe, 
Van  Buren,  Warren,  Coffee,  Bedford, 
Marshall,  Maury,  Hickman,  Perry, 
Decatur,  Carroll,  Gibson,  and  Dyer 
Counties,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Kerr-McGee  Chemical  Corp., 
Wood  Products  Division,  P.O.  Box  25861, 
Kerr-McGee  Center,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  73102.  Send  protests  to:  Ray  C. 
Armstrong,  Jr.,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  T-9038  U.S.  Postal 
Service  Bldg.,  701  Loyola  Avenue,  New 
Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  459  TA) 
(Amendment) .  filed  October  8,  1874, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  October  29,  1974,  and  republished  as 
amended  this  issue.  Applicant;  MILLER 
TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
U.S.  Highway  80W,  Jackson,  Miss.  39205. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  J.  Borth 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  feed,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to 
points  in  Arkansas,  Kentucky,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Missouri,  and  Tennessee,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Ralston 
Purina  Company,  1725  Airways  Blvd., 
Memphis,  Tenn.  38114.  Send  protests  to: 
Alan  C.  Tarrant,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Room  212,  145  East 
Amite  Building,  Jackson,  Miss.  39201. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  change  the  commodity  description,  and 
to  add  The  Procter  &  Gamble  Distributing 
Company,  P.O.  Box  699,  Cincinnati,  Ohio 
45201,  as  another  supporting  shipper. 

No.  MC  108676  (Sub-No.  74  TA)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  November  29,  1974,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  12,  1974,  and  republished  as 
corrected  this  issue.  Applicant:  A.  J. 
METLER  HAULING  AND  RI(3GING, 
INC.,  117  Chicamauga  Avenue,  Knox¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37917.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Louis  J.  Amato,  P.O.  Box  E,  Bowl¬ 
ing  Green,  Ky,  42101.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Uncrated  flat  glass,  from  Kingsport 
and  Greenland,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  Ari- 

'  zona,  Colorado,  New  Mexico,  and  Utah, 

for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  ASG 
Industries,  Inc,,  P.O.  Box  929  Kingsport, 

:  Tenn.  37662.  Send  protests  to:  Joe  J. 

Tate,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Federal  Bldg.,  U.S.  Court  House, 

i  Suite  A422,  801  Broadway,  Nashville. 

r  Tenn.  37203. 

f 

I  Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  republlcatlon, 

I  Is  to  change  the  name  of  the  supporting 

shipper,  which  was  previously  published  in 
error. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  219  TA),  filed 
January  15,  1975.  Applicant:  DART 


TRANSIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave¬ 
nue,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Pesticides,  herbicides  and  chemi¬ 
cals,  other  than  in  bulk,  from  the  plant- 
site  of  Monsanto  Company,  at  or  near 
Muscatine,  Iowa  to  destinations,  in  the 
States  of  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Connec¬ 
ticut,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Maryland, 
Mississippi,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  Virginia,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Monsanto  Company,  800 
North  Lindbergh,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63166. 
Send  protests  to:  Raymond  T.  Jones, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
414  Federal  Bldg.,  110  S.  4th  Street, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55401. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  220  TA) ,  filed 
January  15,  1975.  Applicant:  DART 
TRANSIT  COMPANY,  780  N.  Prior  Ave¬ 
nue,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Neto  Laminated  particleboard 
furniture,  in  cartons,  with  or  without 
electronical  and  electronical  equipment 
and  clocks,  from  the  facilities  of  Chetek 
Furniture  Company  and  A.B.C.  Chetek, 
Inc.,  at  Chetek,  Wisconsin  to  points  in 
the  United  States,  restricted  to  the 
transp)ortation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  above-named  facilities  and  destined 
to  the  named  destination  states,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  A.B.C.  Chetek, 
Inc.,  (Jhetek  Furniture  Co.  625  4th 
Street,  Chetek,  Wis.  54728.  Send  protests 
to:  Raymond  T.  Jones,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Room  414,  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.,  and  U.S.  Courthouse,  110 
South  Fourth  Street,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 
55401. 

No.  MC  114965  (Sub-No.  56)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  December  26,  1974  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Janu¬ 
ary  10,  1975,  and  republished  as  cor¬ 
rected  this  Issue.  Applicant:  CYRUS 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  327,  lola, 
Kans.  66749.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  H.  Apt,  P.O.  Box  328,  lola,  Kans. 
66749,  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Propane, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Modern- 
gas,  Inc.,  at  or  near  LeCompton,  Kans., 
and  from  Conway  and  Hutchinson, 
Kans.,  to  points  in  Missouri,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Moderngas, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  886,  Lawrence,  Kans. 
66044.  Send  protests  to:  M.  E.  Taylor, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  501  Petroleum  Bldg.,  Wichita, 
Kans.  67202. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republlcatlon 
Is  to  clarify  the  requested  authority,  which 
was  previously  published  in  error. 

No.  MC  116763  (Sub-No.  301  TA),  filed 
January  14, 1975.  Applicant:  CARL  SUB- 
LER  TRUCKING,  INC,,  North  West 


Street,  Versailles,  Ohio  45380.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  H.  M.  Richters 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Carpet,  and,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture,  in¬ 
stallation  and  distribution  of  carpet  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk) ,  between  Bris¬ 
tow,  Okla.,  on  the  one  ha^,  and,  on  the 
other,  pKiints  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Sikes  Corporation, 
608  Prospect  Street,  Lakeland,  Fla.  33802. 
Send  protests  to :  Paul  J.  Lowry,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  5514-B 
FOB,  550  Main  Street,  Cincinnati,  Ohio 
45202. 

No.  MC  123872  (Sub-No.  43  TA) ,  filed 
January  20,  1975.  Applicant;  W  &  L 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  State  Road  1148, 
P.O.  Box  2607,  Hickory  N.C.  28601.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Allen  E.  Bow¬ 
man  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pesticides,  herbi¬ 
cides  and  chemicals  (other  than  In  bulk) , 
from  the  plantsite  of  Monsanto  Company, 
at  or  near  Muscatine,  Iowa  to  points  in 
the  states  of  Alabama,  Arkanss^,  Geor¬ 
gia,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Mississippi, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  Virginia,  for  180  days.  Sup- 
r>orting  shipper:  Monsanto  Company, 
800  N.  Lindbergh,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63116. 
Send  protests  to;  Terrell  Price,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  800  Briar 
CTreek  Road,  Suite  (X?516,  Charlotte. 
N.C.  28205. 

No.  MC  133492  (Sub-No.  12TA) ,  filed 
January  17,  1975.  Applicant;  CECTL 
CLAXTON,  East  Elm  Street,  Wrights- 
ville,  Ga.  31096.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  Addams,  Suite  212,  5299 
Roswell  Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Malt  beverages,  in 
containers,  from  the  plantsite  of  the 
Pabst  Bre^ng  Co.,  in  Houston  County, 
Ga.,  to  points  in  Maryland,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Pabst  Brewing 
Company,  917  West  Jimeau  Avenue, 
Milwaukee,  Wis.  53201.  Send  protests  to; 
William  L.  Scroggs,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  1252  West  Peachtree 
St.,  NW.,  Room  546,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  135616  (Sub-No.  5TA),  filed 
January  15,  1975.  Applicant:  PERRYS- 
BURG  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  24982 
Thompson  Road,  Perrysburg,  Ohio  43551. 
Applicant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Glass,  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies,  used  in  the  manufacture,  pro¬ 
duction  and  distribution  of  glass,  be- 
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tween  Upper  Sandusky,  C^io  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii),  for  60  days.  Supporting  shiwjer: 
Guardian  Industries  Corp.,  14600  Romlne 
Road,  CJarleton,  Mich.  48117.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Keith  D.  Warner,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  C?ommerce  Commission,  313  Federal 
OflBce  Bldg.,  234  Summit  Street,  Toledo, 
Ohio  43604. 

No.  MC  136246  (Sub-No.  7TA),  filed 
January  17,  1975.  Applicant:  GEORGE 
BORS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  492,  Sutton,  Nebr. 
68979.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Marshall  D.  Becker,  Suite  530  Unicac 
Bldg.,  7100  West  Center  Road,  Omaha, 
Nebr.  68106.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  feed  supplements,  from  York, 
Willow  Island,  and  Minatare,  Nebr.,  to 
points  in  Kansas,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper :  Mid  West  PMS,  Kenneth  M. 
Green,  General  Mgr.,  Box  366,  Minatare, 
Nebr.  69356.  Send  protests  to:  Max  H. 
Johnston,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  320  Federal  Bldg,  and  U.S. 
Courthouse,  129  North  Tenth  Street, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501. 

No.  MC  138807  (Sub-No.  7TA),  filed 
January  16,  1975.  Applicant:  ZIP 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5717,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39208.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  K.  Edward  Wocott  (Watkins  & 
DanieU),  1600  First  Federal  Bldg.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30303.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Clothing  and  wearing  apparel,  from 
Hattiesburg,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Calif., 
for  180  days.  Supp>orting  shipper:  Big 
Yank  Corporation,  1300  Edwards  Street, 
Hattiesburg,  Miss.  39401.  Send  protests 
to:  Alan  C.  Tarrant,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Room  212,  145  East 
Amite  Bldg.,  Jackson,  Miss.  39201. 

No.  MC  139010  (Sub-No.  2TA),  filed 
January  15,  1975.  Applicant:  BLACK¬ 
LINE  AMERICAN  CORPORA'nON, 
1918  W.  Grant  Street,  Phoenix,  Ariz. 
85009.  Applicant’s  representative : 
Michael  McLaughlin  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting :  Con¬ 
crete  roofing  tile,  and  related  accessories, 
as  manufactured  by  the  Monier-Ray- 
mond  Tile  Company,  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
plantsite  of  Monier-Raymond  Tile  Co., 
Phoenix,  Ariz.,  to  points  in  New  Mexico, 
Utah,  Colorado,  Nevada,  California,  and 
Texas,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Monier-Raymond  Tile  Co.,  1212  E.  6th 
Street,  Corona,  Calif.  Send  protests  to: 
Baylor,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Room  3427  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.,’  230  N.  First  Ave.,  Phoenix, 
Ariz.  85025. 

No.  MC  139987  (Sub-No.  ITA)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  December  18,  1974,  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
January  10, 1975,  and  republished  as  cor¬ 


rected  this  issue.  Applicant:  MILTON  B. 
ANDERSON  AND  MELVIN  K.  ANDER¬ 
SON,  doing  business  as  OVERLAND  EX¬ 
PRESS,  790  East  Glendale  Road,  Sparks. 
Nevada  89431.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Michael  J.  Stecher,  Esq.,  140  Mont¬ 
gomery  Street,  4th  floor,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  94104.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  Classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  and  Classes  A  and  B  poi¬ 
sons)  ,  limited  to  7o  poimds  per  package, 
not  to  exceed  200  pounds  per  shipment, 
between  points  in  Nevada  on  and  north 
of  Interstate  Highway  80  (U.S.  Highway 
40)  and  between  points  on  and  north  of 
Interstate  Highway  80  (U.S.  Highway 
40) ,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Lincoln  County,  Nev.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shippers:  There  are  ap¬ 
proximately  42  statements  of  support  at¬ 
tached  to  the  application,  which  may  be 
examined  here  at  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  Washington,  D.C., 
or  copies  thereof  which  may  be  ex¬ 
amined  at  the  field  office  named  below. 
Send  protests  to:  Robert  G.  Harrison, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  203  Federal  Bldg.,  705  North  Plaza 
Street,  Carson  City,  Nev.,  89701. 

Note. — Applicant  states  It  will  interline  at 
Reno,  Wells,  and  Elko,  Nev.,  with  common 
carriers.  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  correct  the  restriction  and  to  change  the 
tacking  statement  which  was  prevlo^isly  pub¬ 
lished  incorrect. 

Application  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  138297  (Sub-No.  2TA),  filed 
January  17,  1975.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
FLORIDA  COACH  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  3844,  Cocoa,  Fla.  32922.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Kenneth  R.  Davis,  999 
Union  Street,  Taylor,  Pa.  18517.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  special  and  charter  opera¬ 
tions,  beginning  and  ending  at  Bowling 
Green,  Ohio,  and  Flint,  Mich.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  Cocoa,  Ra.  Restriction:  The 
authority  under  (1)  above  is  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  passengers  having 
an  immediately  prior  movement  in  a  pas¬ 
senger  automobile  tendered  to  carrier  for 
transportation  on  separate  automobile 
transporters,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
set  forth  in  part  (2)  hereof.  (2)  Pas¬ 
sengers  automobiles  in  secondary  move¬ 
ments  in  truckaway  service,  between  the 
points  set  forth  in  (1)  above.  Restric¬ 
tion:  The  authority  granted  imder  (2) 
above  is  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  automobiles  tendered  to  carrier  by 
those  passengers  moving  pursuant  to  the 
authority  set  out  in  part  (1)  above.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Senior  Travelers,  Inc., 
2302  Brookside  Drive,  Rint,  Mich.  48503. 
Send  protests  to:  G.  H.  Fauss,  Jr.,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Box  35008,  400  West  Bay 
Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32202. 

Water  Carrier  Application 
No.  W-1284TA,  filed  December  30, 
1974.  Applicant:  FLORIDA  BARGE  & 


PERRY  LINE,  INC.,  Suite  200,  200  SE. 
First  Street,  Miami,'  Ra.  33131.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Maurice  M.  Dili- 
berto.  Esq.  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
By  order  entered  Dec^ber  30,  1974, 
the  Motor  Carrier  Board  granted  Rorida 
Barge  &  Ferry  Line,  Inc.,  180-day  tem¬ 
porary  authority  to  engage  in  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  transportation  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  water,  in  the  transportation  of  gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  in  trailers  and/or  con¬ 
tainers,  between  Port  Everglades  and 
Miami,  Ra.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other.  Key  West  and  Marathon,  Ra. 
Any  interest^  person  may  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  reconsideration  within  20  days 
of  the  date  of  this  publication. 

By  the  Commission. 

fSEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

|PR  Doc.  75-2843  Filed  l-29-75;8:46  am) 


[Notice  No.  8] 

MOTOR  CARRIER.  BROKER,  WATER  CAR¬ 
RIER  AND  FREIGHT  FORWARDER 
APPLICATIONS 

The  following  applications  (except  as 
otherwise  specifically  noted,  each  appli¬ 
cant  (on  applications  filed  after 
March  27, 1972)  states  that  there  will  be 
no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  its  application),  are  governed 
by  Special  Rule  1100.247^  of  the  Com- 
mission’s  general  rules  of  practice  (49 
CFR,  as  amended) ,  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  issue  of  April  20,  1966,  ef¬ 
fective  May  20,  1966.  These  rules  pro¬ 
vide,  among  other  things,  that  a  protest 
*to  the  granting  of  an  application  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  is  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  Failure  seasonably  to  file  a  protest 
will  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposi¬ 
tion  and  participation  in  the  proceeding. 
A  protest  under  these  rules  should  com¬ 
ply  with  section  247(d)  (3)  of  the  rules  of 
practice  which  requires  that  it  set  forth 
specifically  the  grounds  upon  which  it  is 
made,  contain  a  detailed  statement  of 
Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding 
(including  a  copy  of  the  specific  portions 
of  its  authority  which  protestant  believes 
to  be  in  conflict  with  that  sought  in  the 
application,  and  describing  in  detail  the 
method — whether  by  Joinder,  interline, 
or  other  means — by  which  protestant 
would  use  such  authority  to  provide  all  or 
part  of  the  service  proposed) ,  and  shall 
specify  with  particularity  the  facts,  mat¬ 
ters,  and  things  relied  upon,  but  shall  not 
include  issues  or  allegations  phrased  gen¬ 
erally.  Protests  not  in  reasonable  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  rules 
may  be  rejected.  The  original  and  one  ( 1 ) 
copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  a  copy  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative,  or  applicant  if  no  representative 


^Copies  of  Special  Rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20428. 
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is  named.  If  the  protest  Includes  a  re¬ 
quest  for  oral  hearing,  such  requests  shall 
meet  the  requirements  of  section  247(d) 

(4)  of  the  special  rules,  and  shall  include 
the  certification  required  therein. 

Section  247(f)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  further  provides  that 
each  applicant  shall,  if  protests  to  its 
application  have  been  filed,  and  within 
60  days  of  the  date  of  this  publication, 
notify  the  Commission  in  writing  (1) 
that  it  is  ready  to  proceed  and  prosecute 
the  application,  or  (2)  that  it  wishes  to 
withdraw  the  application,  failure  in 
which  the  application  will  be  dismissed 
by  the  Commission. 

Further  processing  steps  (whether 
modified  procedure,  oral  hearing,  or 
other  procedures)  will  be  determined 
generally  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  policy  statement  con¬ 
cerning  motor  carrier  licensing  proce¬ 
dures,  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  May  3, 1966.  This  assignment  will 
be  by  Commission  order  which  will  be 
served  on  each  party  of  record.  Broad¬ 
ening  amendments  will  not  be  accepted 
after  the  date  of  this  publication  except 
for  good  cause  shown,  and  restrictive 
amendments  will  not  be  entertained  fol¬ 
lowing  publication  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  of  a  notice  that  the  proceeding  has 
been  assigned  for  oral  hearing. 

No.  MC  2202  (Sub-No.  474) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  6,  1975.  Applicant:  ROADWAY  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  1077  Gorge  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box 
471,  Akron,  Ohio  44309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  William  Slabaugh  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment) ,  serv¬ 
ing  the  Grand  Gulf  Nuclear  Station  near 
Port  Gibson,  Miss.,  and  Port  Gibson, 
Miss.,  as  off -route  points  in  connection 
with  carrier’s  regular  route  operations. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Jackson,  Miss., 
New  Orleans,  La.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  2900  (Sub-No.  271),  filed 
January  6,  1975.  Applicant:  RYDER 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  2050  Kings  Ro.ad, 
Jacksonville,  Fla.  32209.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative  S.  E.  Somers,  Jr.  (Same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  serving  Heflin,  Dubberly,  and 
Sterlington,  La.,  as  off-route  points  In 
connection  with  applicant’s  presently  au¬ 
thorized  regular  routes. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Shreveport,  La., 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  3468  (Sub-No.  166) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  8,  1975.  Applicant:  F.  J.  BOUTELL 
DRIVEAWAY  CO.,  INC.,  705  S.  Dort 


Highway,  Flint,  Mich.  48501.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Harry  C.  Ames,  Jr.,  666 
11th  Street  NW.,  Suite  805,  Washington, 
D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Motor  vehicles:  (1)  in  initial  and  second¬ 
ary  movements,  from  Chesapeake,  Va., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  including 
Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii;  and  (2) 
in  secondary  movements,  from  Ports¬ 
mouth,  Va.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (including  Alaska,  but  excluding 
Hawaii) . 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  on  consol¬ 
idated  record  with  other  similar  applications 
at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  13095  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
December  26,  1974.  Applicant:  WUN- 
NICKE  TRANSFER  LINES,  INC.,  101 
S.  Buchanan  Street,  Boscobel,  Wis.  53805. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Glen  L.  Gis- 
sing,  8  South  Madison  Street,  Evansville, 
Wis.  53536.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Materials  and  supplies  used  or  useful  in 
the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
cheese,  from  points  in  Wisconsin  to  Mis¬ 
sion,  S.  Dak.,  and  (2)  cheese,  including 
cheese  food,  from  Mission,  S.  Dak.,  to 
points  in  Wisconsin,  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  Borden,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  either  at 
Madison,  Wis.,  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  or  Columbus, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  13250  (Sub-No.  128),  filed 
January  6,  1975.  Applicant:  J.  H.  ROSE 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  5003  Jensen  Drive, 
P.O.  Box  16190,  Houston,  Tex.  77022.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  James  M. 
Doherty,  500  West  Sixteenth  Street,  P.O. 
Box  1945,  Austin,  Tex.  78767.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Tracfors,  with  or  with¬ 
out  attachments  (except  tractors  used 
for  pulling  highway  trailers) ,  lift  trucks, 
excavators,  motor  graders,  scrapers, 
engines,  generators,  generators  and 
engines  combined,  road  rollers,  pipe  lay¬ 
ers,  and  dump  trucks  designed  for  off- 
highway  use;  and  (2)  parts,  attachments, 
and  accessories  for  the  commodities  de¬ 
scribed  in  (1)  above:  (a)  from  ports  of 
entry  in  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Louisiana, 
and  Texas,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota, 
Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  Texas,  and 
Wyoming;  (b)  from  ports  of  entry  in 
California,  Oregon,  and  Washington,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  California,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Utah,  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Wyoming;  and  (c)  from 
ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  Line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  re¬ 
stricted  to  trafBc  moving  in  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  having  a  prior  movement  by 
water,  and  originating  at  facilities  of 
Caterpillar  Tractor  Co.  and  its  subsidiar¬ 
ies. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  on  consolidated 


record  with  other  similar  applications  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  14702  (Sub-No.  68),  filed 
December  27,  1974.  Applicant:  OHIO 
FAST  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  808, 
Warren,  Ohio  44482.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Paul  F.  Beery  Co.,  Ninth  Floor, 

8  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio 
43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
animal  food,  arid  equipment,  materials, 
and  supplies,  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
canned  animal  foods  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk) ,  between  Sebring,  Ohio,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  85  (except  Alaska). 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  21866  (Sub-No.  79) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  3,  1975.  Applicant:  WEST  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  740  S.  Reading  Avenue, 
Boyertown,  Pa.  19512.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Alan  Kahn,  1920  Two  Penn 
Center  Plaza,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Electric  storage 
batteries,  junk  batteries,  and  materials 
and  supplies  used  or  useful  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  or  distribution  of  electric  storage 
batteries,  between  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  re¬ 
stricted  to  shipments  originating  at  or 
destined  to  facilities  of  General  Battery 
Corporation. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  or  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  29555  (Sub-No.  81),  filed 
January  6,  1975.  Applicant:  BRIGGS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  a  corporation, 
2360  West  County  Road  C,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55113.  Applicant’s  representative:  Win¬ 
ston  W.  Hurd  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  imusual 
value,  livestock.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment  (except 
those  requiring  temperature  control) ) , 
serving  the  plantsite  of  E.  R.  Squibb  Dis¬ 
tribution  Center,  at  Rolling  Meadows, 
Ill.,  as  an  off-route  point  in  connection 
with  applicant’s  authorized  regular  route 
operations. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  29555  (Sub-No.  82),  filed 
January  6,  1975.  Applicant:  BRIGGS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  a  corporation, 
2360  West  County  Road  C,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55113.  Applicant’s  representative:  Win¬ 
ston  W.  Hurd  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
Commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  livestock.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  In  bulk,  and 
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those  miuirlng  special  equipment  (except 
those  requiring  temperature  control)), 
serving  the  plantsite  of  Schultz  Bros.  Co. 
at  Lake  Zurich,  Bl.,  as  an  off -route  point 
in  connection  with  applicant’s  authorized 
regular  route  (^rations. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  lU. 

No.  MC  29886  (Sub-No.  321),  filed 
January  6,  1975.  Applicant:  DALLAS  & 
MAVIS  FORWARDING  CO.,  INC.,  4000 
West  Sample  Street,  South  Bend, 
Ind.  46627.  Applicant’s  representative: 
(Charles  Pleronl  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Tractors,  with  or  without  attachments 
(except  tractors  used  for  pulling  highway 
trailers),  lift  trucks,  excavators,  motor 
graders,  scrapers,  engines,  generators, 
engines  and  generators  combined,  road 
rollers,  pipe  layers,  and  dump  trucks  de¬ 
signed  for  off-highway  use;  and  (2) 
parts,  attachments  and  accessories  tor 
the  commodities  described  in  (1)  above: 
(a)  From  ports  of  entry  in  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  and  Virginia,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Dakota,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Dakota,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin;  and  (b) 
from  ports  of  entry  in  Wisconsin,  Illinois, 
Michigan,  and  Ohio,  to  points  in  the 
United  States,  restricted  to  trafiflc  mov¬ 
ing  in  foreign  commerce,  having  a  prior 
movement  by  water,  and  originating  at 
facilities  of  Caterpillar  Yractor  Co.  and 
Its  subsidiaries. 

Notte. — Ck>mmon  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  on  consolidated  record 
with  other  similar  applications  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  34027  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  De- 
cember  30,  1974.  Applicant:  GREET¬ 
INGS,  INC.,  214  South  Clark,  P.O.  Box 
82,  Pella,  Iowa  50219.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Larry  D.  Knox,  9th  Floor, 
Hubbell  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Tires  and 
tubes,  between  Pella,  Iowa,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.,  and  Findlay,  Dayton,  and  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio,  restricted  to  shipments  orig¬ 
inating  at  and  destined  to  the  named 
origins  and  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Des 
Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  35334  (Sub-No.  76) ,  filed  Jan- 
uary  7,  1975.  Applicant:  C(X>PER-JAR- 
RETT,  INC.,  23  South  Essex  Avenue, 
Orange,  N.J.  07051.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Irving  Klein,  280  Broadway,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10007.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
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General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment) .  serving  the 
plantsite  of  PPG  Industries,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Cheswold,  Del.,  as  an  off-route  point 
in  connection  wiUi  applicant’s  authorized 
regular  route  operations  to  and  from 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  51146  (Sub-No.  414) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  2,  1975.  AppUcant:  SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2661  S.  Broadway, 
Green  Bay,  Wis.  54304.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Neil  A.  DuJardin,  P.O.  Box 
2298,  Green  Bay,  Wis.  54306.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cheese,  from  Rochester, 
Minn.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hatmii) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  m. 

No.  MC  52460  (Sub-No.  162),  filed 
January  6,  1975.  Applicant:  ELLEX 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  1420  W.*35th 
St.,  P.O.  Box  9637,  Tulsa.  Okla.  74107. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Steve  B.  Mc- 
Commas  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Malt  beverages 
and  related  advertising  material:  (a) 
From  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  to  Ft.  Smith,  Hot 
Springs,  Little  Rock  and  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.; 
and  Bartlesville,  Enid,  Hugo,  McAlester, 
Muskogee,  Okmulgee,  Ponca  City.  Poteau, 
Shawnee,  and  ’Tulsa,  Okla.;  and  (b)  from 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  Alamosa.  Colo.;  and 
(2)  empty  containers,  on  return. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex., 
or  Wichita.  Kana. 

No.  MC  59583  (Sub-No.  149),  filed 
January  6,  1975.  Applicant:  THE 

MASON  AND  DIXON  LINES,  INCOR¬ 
PORATED,  P.O.  Box  969,  Kingsport, 
Tenn.  37662.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  G.  Olterman,  P.O.  Box  343, 
Kingsport,  Tenn.  37662.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Iron  and  steel  articles,  pipe,  fit¬ 
tings,  valves,  hydrants,  and  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies,  used  or  useful  in 
the  installation  thereof,  from  the  plant- 
site  and  storage  facilities  of  Mueller  Co., 
located  at  points  in  Marshall  County, 
Ala.,  and  Hamilton  County,  Tenn.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States,  in  and  east 
of  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas;  and 
(2)  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies, 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  the 
commodities  described  in  (1)  above  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
which  because  of  size,  shape  and  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment), 
from  points  in  the  United  States,  in  and 
east  of  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  to 
the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of 


Mueller  Co.,  located  at  points  in  Marshall 
County,  Ala.,  and  Hamilton  County, 
Tenn. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemd  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chattanooga, 
Tenn.,  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  60272  (Sub-No.  9),  filed  De¬ 
cember  12.  1974.  Applicant:  HANSON 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  Mayville,  N.  Dak. 
58257.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 

M.  Sanden,  502  First  National  Bank 
Bldg.,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment)  Between  Fargo,  N. 
Dak.,  and  Mayville,  N.  Dak.:  From 
Fargo  over  Interstate  Highway  29  to 
junction  North  Dakota  Highway  200, 
thence  over  North  Dakota  Highway  200 
to  Maswille,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Fargo, 

N.  Dak. 

No.  MC  63792  (Sub-No.  24),  filed 
Jan.  9,  1975.  AppUcant:  TOM  HICKS 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  Box 
16006,  Houston,  Tex.  77022.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  C.  W.  Ferebee  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Iron  and  steel  articles,  between  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Romar 
Steel,  Inc.,  at  New  Orleans,  and  Morgan 
City,  La.;  Birmingham,  Ala.;  and  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Georgia,  Florida, 
Tennessee,  Missouri,  Texas.  Oklahoma, 
Kansas,  New  Mexico,  and  Colorado. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemd  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Houston, 
Tex. 

No.  MC  69492  (Sub-No.  44).  filed 
December  31,  1974.  Applicant:  HENRY 
EDWARDS,  a  Proprietorship  d.b.a. 
HENRY  EDWARDS  TRUCKING  COM¬ 
PANY,  P.O.  Box  97,  Clinton,  Ky.  42301. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Walter  Har¬ 
wood,  P.O.  Box  15214,  Nashville,  Tenn. 
37215.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Malt 
beverages,  and  related  advertising 
materials:  (A)  From  Detroit,  Mich.,  to 
Dresden,  Dyersburg,  and  Jackson,  Tenn.; 
(B)  From  Peoria,  HI.,  to  Martin,  Tenn.; 
and  (C)  Prom  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  to  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.;  and  (2)  lime,  in  bulk,  from 
Jonesboro,  HI.,  to  points  in  Obion  County, 
Tenn. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Mem¬ 
phis  or  Nashville,  Tenn.,  or  Louisville,  Ky. 

No.'MC  82492  (Sub-No.  116),  filed 
December  27,  1974.  AppUcant:  MICHI¬ 
GAN  AND  NEBRASKA  TRANSIT  CO., 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  2853, 2109  OUnstead  Road, 
Kalamazoo,  Mich.  49003.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  William  C.  Harris,  P.O.  Box 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  21— THURSDAY,  JANUARY  30,  1975 


NOTICES 


4511 


2853,  Kalamazoo,  Mich.  49003.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Foodstuffs 
(except  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from 
Plymouth,  Ind.,  and  points  in  the  lower 
peninsula  of  Michigan,  to  Spring  Valley, 
Ill.,  and  points  in  Minnesota,  Nor^ 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin; 
and  (2)  drugs,  plastic  articles,  and  rub¬ 
ber  articles  (except  commodities  in  biilk) , 
when  in  mixed  shipments  with  food¬ 
stuffs,  from  points  in  the  lower  peninsula 
of  Michigan,  to  points  in  Kansas,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Detroit  or  Lansing,  Mich. 

No.  MC  82841  (Sub-No.  148),  filed 
December  20,  1974.  Applicant:  HUNT 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  10770  I 
Street,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68127.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Donald  L.  Stem,  530 
Univac  Building,  7100  West  Center  Road, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Particleboard,  flakeboard,  and  hard- 
board,  from  Flagstaff,  Ariz.,  and  Santo 
Domingo,  N.  Mex.,  to  points  in  California, 
Colorado,  Illinois.  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Ohio,  South  Dakota,  Utah,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Phoenix, 
Arlz. 

No.  MC  82841  (Sub-No.  149),  filed 
December  27,  1974.  Applicant:  HUNT 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  10770  I 
Street,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68127.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Donald  L.  Stem,  530 
Univac  Building,  7100  West  Center  Road, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Iron  and  steel  pipe,  and  fittings  and 
accessories  therefor,  from  the  plant  site 
of  American  Cast  Iron  Pipe  Company  at 
or  near  Merriam,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  and 
South  Dakota. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  402),  filed 
January  2,  1975.  Applicant:  C  &  H 
TRANSPORTA’nON  CO.,  INC.,  1936- 
2010  West  Commerce  Street,  P.O.  Box 
5976,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  E.  James  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Self-propelled  cranes;  (2)  ma¬ 
terial  handling  equipment;  and  (3)  ac¬ 
cessories,  attachments,  and  parts,  when 
moving  in  mixed  loads  with  the  com¬ 
modities  described  in  (1)  and  (2)  above, 
from  Merriam,  Kans.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (including  Alaska,  but  ex¬ 
cluding  Hawaii  and  Kansas) . 

Note. — Conunon  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City,  Mo. 


No.  MC  95876  (Sub-No.  166) ,  filed  Dec. 

30,  1974.  Applicant:  ANDERSON 

TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC.,  203  Cooper 
Avenue  North,  St.  Cloud,  Minn.  56301. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Val  M.  Hig- 
gim,  1000  First  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Minneapolis,  Ind.  55402.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Granite,  marble,  slate,  and 
stone  and  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies,  used  in  the  quarrying,  manufactur¬ 
ing,  and  installation  of  granite,  marble, 
slate,  and  stone  (except  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  between  points  in  Pontotoc  Coun¬ 
ty,  Okla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  95920  (Sub-No.  35) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  6,  1975.  Applicant:  SANTRY 

TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  Corporation, 
11552  SW.  Pacific  Highway,  Portland, 
Oreg.  97223.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  R.  LaBissoniere,  Suite  101,  130 
Andover  Park  East,  P.O.  Box  88968 — 
’Tukwila  Branch,  Seattle,  Wash.  98188. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Talc  (except  in 
bulk),  from  Dillon,  Mont.,  to  ports  of 
entry  on  the  International  Boundary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada 
at  or  near  Blaine,  Lynden,  Oroville,  and 
Sumas,  W^sh.,  and  Eastport,  Idaho,  un¬ 
der  a  continuing  contrtct  or  contracts 
with  Van  Waters  &  Rogers,  Inc. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  MC  123265,  therefore  dual  op¬ 
erations  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be 
held  at  Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  100439  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1974.  Applicant:  DAVID  W. 
HASSLER,  INC.,  R.D.  #8,  York,  Pa. 
17403.  Applicant’s  representative:  Chris¬ 
tian  V.  Graf,  407  North  Front  Street, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.  17101.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  and  petroleum  products 
(except  petro-chemicals),  in  bulk,  from 
Baltimore,  Md.,  to  points  in  Adams, 
Berks,  Centre,  Clinton,  Cumberland, 
Dauphin,  Franklin,  Huntingdon,  Juni¬ 
ata,  Lancaster,  Lebanon,  Lycoming,  Mif¬ 
flin,  Northumberland,  Perry,  Snyder, 
Union,  and  York  (except  York  and  Red 
Lion)  Counties,  Pa. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  either  at 
Washington,  D.C.  or  Baltimore,  Md. 

No.  MC  103051  (Sub-No.  318),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  9,  1974.  Applicant:  FLEET  TRANS¬ 
PORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  934  44th  Ave. 
North,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37209.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  Russell  E.  Stone 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Steam  cylinder  oil.  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to 
Wyandotte,  Mich. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 


cant  requests  It  be  held  at  NashvUle,  Tenn., 
or  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  103051  (Sub-No.  335),  filed 
January  2,  1975.  Applicant;  FLEET 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  934  44th 
Ave.  North,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37209.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  Russell  E.  Stone 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Lard,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  West  Point,  Miss.,  to  'Tampa, 
Fla. 

Note. — Common  control  and  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hefirlng  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  request  it  be  held  at 
either  NashvUle,  Tenn.,  or  Atlanta,  Qa. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No^  848),  filed 
Jan.  6,  1975.  Applicant:  MORGAN 

DRIVE-AWAY,  INC.,  2800  West  Lexing¬ 
ton  Avenue,  Elkhart,  Ind.  46514.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul D.  Borghesani 
(Same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Houses  and  buildings, 
complete,  knocked  down,  and  in  sections; 
and  wall,  roof,  and  floor  sections,  from 
points  in  Chester  County,  S.C.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) ;  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies,  used  in  the  manufacture, 
sale,  and  distribution  of  the  commodities 
named  in  (1)  above  (except  commodities 
in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ,  to  points  in 
Chester  County,  S.C. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  appUcant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Columbia,  S.C. 

No.  MC  105375  (Sub-No.  56),  filed 
Jan.  8,  1975.  Applicant;  DAHLEN 

TRANSPORT  OP  IOWA,  INC.,  1680 
Fourth  Avenue,  Newport,  Minn.  55055. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Leonard  A. 
Jaskiewicz,  1730  M  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20423.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liq¬ 
uid  animal  feed,  and  liquid  animal  feed 
ingredients,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Clarence,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Minnesota,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Wisconsin,  and  Iowa, 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Minneapolis,  or 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  105457  (Sub-No.  83),  filed 
December  16,  1974.  Applicant:  ’THURS¬ 
TON  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  600  Johnston 
Road,  P.O.  Box  10638,  Charlotte,  N.C. 
28234.  Applicant’s  representative:  J.  V. 
Luckadoo  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  imusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined'  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment) :  (1)  Between  Corinth, 
Miss.,  and  Aberdeen,  Miss. :  Prom  Corinth 
over  U.S.  Highway  45  to  Aberdeen,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  (2)  Between  Wal¬ 
nut,  Miss.,  and  Houston,  Miss.;  From 
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Walnut  over  Mississippi  Highway  15  to 
Houston,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  (3)  Be¬ 
tween  the  junction  of  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  45  and  U.S.  Highway  45  at  or 
near  Shannon,  Miss.,  and  the  junction  of 
Mississippi  Highway  32  and  Mississippi 
Highway  15:  Prom  tiie  jimction  of  Alter¬ 
nate  U.S.  Highway  45  and  U.S.  Highway 
45  over  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  45  to 
Okolona,  Miss.,  thence  over  Mississippi 
Highway  32  to  junction  Mississippi 
Highway  15,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  pwints; 

(4)  Between  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  Tupe¬ 
lo,  Miss. :  From  Memphis  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  78  to  Tupelo,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  between  Tupelo  and  the  Benton- 
Union  County  Boundary  line;  (5)  Be¬ 
tween  Tup)elo,  Miss.,  and  Cullman,  Ala.: 
Prom  Tupelo  over  U.S.  Highway  78  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  278  at  or  near 
Hamilton,  Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
278  to  Cullman,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  px)ints  be¬ 
tween  Tup)elo  and  the  Mississippi-Ala- 
bama  State  Boundary  line;  (6)  Serving 
pwints  in  Alcorn,  Chickasaw,  Itawamba, 
Lee,  Monroe,  Pontotoc,  Prentiss,  Tipp)ah, 
Tishomingo,  and  Union  Counties,  Miss., 
as  off-route  points  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  regular  route  op>erations  re¬ 
quested  in  (1)  through  (5)  above;  and 
(7)  Between  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  Highway  41,  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75,  and  Georgia  Highway  20:  Prom 
Atlanta  over  U.S.  Highway  41  (also  over 
Interstate  Highway  75)  to  junction 
Georgia  Highway  20,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  commence  at  Tupelo,  Miss., 
and  end  at  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  106497  (Sub-No.  106),  filed 
Dec.  31,  1974.  Applicant:  PARKHILL 
TRUCK  COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  P.O. 
Box  912  (Bus.  Rte.  1-44  east) ,  Joplin,  Mo. 
64801.  Applicant’s  representative:  A.  N. 
Jacobs,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801. 
Authority  sought  to  opierate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Sewage 
lift  stations;  and  (2)  equipment  and 
parts,  for  sewage  lift  stations,  in  mixed 
loads  with  sewage  lift  stations,  between 
pxiints  in  Sumner  County,  Tenn.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  Unit^  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Louisville,  Ky.,  or 
Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  106674  (Sub-No.  148),  filed 
December  26,  1974.  Applicant:  SCHILU 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  123, 
Remington,  Ind.  47977,  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Jerry  L.  Johnson  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Products  of  soybeans,  and  materials, 
supplies,  and  ingredients  used  in  the 
processing  thereof,  in  bulk,  between  the 


plantslte  and  or  warehouse  facilities  of 
Krause  Milling  Co.  located  at  or  near 
Logansport,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  restricted 
to  trs^c  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
plantslte  and  or  warehouse  facilities  of 
Krause  Milling  Co.  located  at  or  near 
Logansport,  Ind. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 

Hi.,  or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  107295  (Sub-No,  756),  filed 
January  8,  1975.  Applicant:  PRE-PAB 
TRANSIT  CO.,  a  Corporation,  100  South 
Main  Street,  Farmer  City,  Ill.  61842.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Mack  Stephen¬ 
son  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fiberglass  rein¬ 
forced  plywood  panels  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  fiberglass  reinforced  ply¬ 
wood  panels  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  points  in  Iowa,  Missouri, 
Arkansas,  Minnesota,  Michigan,  Illinois, 
Louisiana,  New  York,  Massachusetts. 
Rhode  Island,  Delaware,  Mississippi,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Alabama,  Kentucky,  Indiana. 
Ohio,  Wisconsin,  Vermont,  Connecticut, 
New  Jersey,  West  Virginia,  Virginia, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia, 
Florida,  Pennsylvania,  New  Hampshire, 
Maine,  and  Maryland,  to  the  plantslte 
and  warehouse  facilities  of  Cor  Tec,  Inc., 
at  Washington  Court  House,  Ohio. 

Note. — If  a  heasing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  309),  filed 
January  3,  1975.  Applicant:  TRI-STATE 
MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  a  Corporation, 
P.O.  Box  113  (Bus  Rte.  1-44  east) ,  Joplin, 
Mo.  64801.  Applicant:  A.  N.  Jacobs 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Road  building,  earth- 
moving,  construction  equipment,  cranes, 
and  attachments,  accessories,  and  parts, 
of  such  commodities;  and  (2)  parts, 
materials,  and  supplies,  used  in  construc¬ 
tion  of  items  in  (1)  above,  between  the 
plantsites  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Grove  Manufacturing  Company,  at 
Shady  Grove,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
including  Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C., 
or  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  109533  (Sub-No.  67)  (Partial 
Correction),  filed  October  21,  1974,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issues  of 
November  27,  1974,  December  19,  1974, 
and  January  16, 1975,  and  in  Fourth  pub¬ 
lication  as  corrected,  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant;  OVERNTTE  TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  1100  Com¬ 
merce  Road,  Richmond,  Va.  23224.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  E.  T.  Liipfert, 
Suite  1100, 1660  L  Street  NW..  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 


ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) ; 

(1)  Between  Jacksonville.  Fla.,  and  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
and  the  off -route  points  of  Gonzales,  Fla., 
Port  Arthur  and  Port  Neches,  Tex., 
Lemoyne,  Ala.,  C::alvert.  Ala.,  and  the 
plant  site  of  Dow  Badische  Company  at 
or  near  Calvert,  Ala. :  From  Jacksonville 
over  Interstate  Highway  10  and  also  U.S. 
Highway  90  to  New  Orleans,  La.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  61  to  Baton  Rouge, 
La.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  190  to 
Opelousas,  La.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  167  to  Lafayette,  La.,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  10  and  also  U.S. 
Highway  90  to  Houston,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  partial  repub- 
llcation  is  to  correct  Route  No.  1,  The  rest  of 
the  notice  remains  as  orlginaUy  published.  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  either  Atlanta,  Ga.,  or 
New  Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  110325  (Sub-No.  61),  filed 
January  7,  1975.  Applicant:  TRANSCON 
LINES,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  92220, 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90009.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jerome  Biniasz  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  livestock,  hous^c^d 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  and 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  serving  the  plant  and  warehouse 
sites  of  Western  Electric  Ckimpany,  Inc., 
at  or  near  the  junction  of  New  York 
Highway  422  and  Maple  Street,  Elma 
Township  (Erie  County) ,  N.Y.,  as  an  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  applicant’s 
authorized  regular  route  operations. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neceesary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  110410  (Sub-No.  15),  filed 
December  23,  1974.  Applicant:  BENTON 
BROTHERS  FILM  EXPRESS,  INC.,  168 
Baker  Street  NW.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30313. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Warren  A. 
Goff,  2008  Clark  Tower,  5100  Poplar  Ave¬ 
nue,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38137.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Printed  matter,  between 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other.  Alley,  Ga. 

Note. — H  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  iqjpllcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

No.  MC  110563  (Sub-No.  152),  filed 
December  26,  1974.  Applicant:  COLD¬ 
WAY  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
747,  Ohio  Building,  Sidney,  Ohio  60602. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Joseph  M. 
Scanlan,  111  W.  Washington,  CThicago, 
HI.  60602.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregiUar  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  articles  distributed 
by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in 
Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
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report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  plantsites  and  warehouse  facili¬ 
ties  utilized  by  Northen  Packing  Co..  Inc. 
(Subsidiary  of  the  Kroger  Co.),  located 
at  or  near  Milwaukee.  Wis..  to  points  in 
Maryland,  Massachusetts.  Virginia,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  and  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 


No.  MC  111545  (Sub-No.  208),  filed 
December  23,  1974.  Applicant:  HOME 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
1425  Franklin  Road,  Marietta,  Ga.  30062. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  E. 
Bom,  P.O.  Box  6426,  Station  A,  Marietta, 
Ga.  30062.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Self- 
propelled  articles,  each  weighing  15,000 
pounds  or  more,  and  related  machinery, 
tools,  parts,  and  supplies  moving  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith,  from  the  plantsite  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  FMC  Corporation, 
Crane  and  Excavator  Division  located  at 
or  near  Lexington,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Georgia,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Arkansas, 
Loxiisiana,  Florida,  and  Texas. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.;  Atlanta,  Ga.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  492),  filed 
Dec.  31,  1974.  Applicant;  PUROLATOR 
COURIER  CORP.,  2  Nevada  Drive,  Lake 
Success,  N.Y.  11040.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Peter  A.  Greene,  1625  K  St. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Laboratory  samples, 
and  specimens,  including  human  tissue 
samples,  blood,  and  blood  specimens, 
between  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak,,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Iowa, 
Minnesota,  Nebraska,  and  North  Dakota; 
(2)  laboratory  samples  and  specimens, 
including  culture  and  urine  specimens, 
tissue  samples,  and  blood,  between  Des 
Plaines,  HI.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Indiana,  Iowa,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Missouri,  and  Wisconsin;  (3)  busi¬ 
ness  papers,  records,  and  audit  and  ac¬ 
counting  media  of  all  kinds,  (a)  between 
Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Iowa,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Nebraska,  and  North  Dakota;  (b) 
between  Des  Plains,  HI.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Michigan,  Missouri,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin;  and  (c)  between  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Hen¬ 
derson  and  Paducah,  Ky.;  Moorehead 
and  New  Ulm,  Minn.;  and  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  and  South 
Dakota;  and  (4)  garments,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  packages 
and  articles  weighing  in  the  aggregate 
more  than  50  pounds,  from  one  consignor 
to  one  consignee,  on  £my  one  day,  be¬ 
tween  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Henderson  and  Pa¬ 
ducah,  Ky.;  Moorehead  and  New  Ulm, 


Minn.;  and  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Michigan,  Missouri.  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  and  South  Dakota. 

Note. — ^Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MCl-l  12750  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
Common  control  may  also  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 


more  Avenue,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38101.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  Jay  C.  Miner, 
P.O.  Box  59,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38101.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment) :  Sendng 
the  plantsite  and  facility  of  General  Ca¬ 
ble  Corporation,  located  in  Anderson 
County,  Ky.,  approximately  3  miles  north 
of  Lawrenceburg,  Ky.,  on  U.S.  Highway 
127  bypass,  as  an  off-route  point  in  con¬ 
nection  with  carrier’s  authorized  regular- 
route  opjerations  from  and  to  Louisville, 
Ky. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Memphis,  Tenn., 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  112617  (Sub-No.  323),  filed 
December  31,  1974.  Applicant:  LIQUID 
TRANSPORTERS.  INC.,  1292  Fern  Val¬ 
ley  Road,  P.O.  Box  21395,  Louisville,  Ky. 
40221.  Applicant’s  r^resentative:  Leon¬ 
ard  A.  Jaskiewicz,  Suite  501,  1730  M  St. 
NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  opierate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  CoZorinsr  syrup,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Louisville,  Ky.,  to 
px)ints  in  Iowa;  and  (2)  inedible  liquid 
flavoring  compound,  and  distilled  spirits, 
in  straight  and  mixed  shipments,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Bardstown,  Ky,, 
to  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C., 
or  Louisville,  Ky. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  576),  filed 
December  24,  1974.  Applicant:  CUR’TIS, 
INC,,  4810  Pontiac  Street,  Commerce 
City  (Denver),  (Dolo.  80022.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Richard  A.  Peterson,  P.O. 
Box  81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  op)erate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Confectionery  prod¬ 
ucts.  (1)  from  the  Port  of  New  York,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  New  York  City,  N.Y.;  the 
Port  of  Newark,  located  at  or  near 
Newark,  N.J.;  Port  Elizabeth,  located  at 
or  near  Elizabeth,  N.J.;  and  Hazelton, 
Pa.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  California,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Idaho,  Hlinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  North  Dakota, 
Ohio,  Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Utah, 
Washington,  Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming; 
(2)  from  Detroit,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Ari¬ 
zona,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Hli- 
nois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 


Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Utah.  Wash¬ 
ington,  Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming;  (3) 
from  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to  points  in 
Arizona,  (Jalifomia,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Utah,  Wash¬ 
ington.  and  Wyoming;  and  (4)  from  CHii- 
cago,  HI.,  to  points  in  (Colorado,  Utah  (ex¬ 
cept  Salt  Lake  City) ,  and  Wyoming,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the  plant- 
site  and  warehouse  facilities  of  Cadbury 
Corp.,  and  destined  to  the  above  named 
points. 

Note/t— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  Washington,  D.C..,  or  Denver,  Cdo. 

No.  MC  113325  (Sub-No.  140),  filed 
December  27,  1974.  Applicant:  SLAY 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  2001 
South  Seventh  Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 
63104.  Applicant’s  representative;  T.  M. 
Tahan  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Chemicals,  in  bulk, 
from  points  in  St.  Charles  Comity,  Mo., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  95),  filed 
January  6,  1975.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEF¬ 
FRIES  TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
94850,  Oklahoma  Cfity,  Okla.  73109.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  James  W.  High¬ 
tower,  136  Wynnewood  Professional  Bldg., 
Dallas,  Tex.  75224.  Authority  sought  to 
oporate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Trocfors,  with  or  without  attach¬ 
ments  (except  tractors  used  for  pulling 
highway  trailers) ,  lift  trucks,  excavators, 
motor  graders,  scrapers,  engines,  gener¬ 
ators.  generators  and  engines  combined, 
road  rollers,  pipe  layers,  and  dump  trucks 
designed  for  off-highway  use;  and  (2) 
parts,  attachments  and  accessories  for 
the  commodities  described  in  (1)  above, 
from  px)rts  of  entry  in  Alabama,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Louisiana,  and  Texas,  to  px>lnts  in 
Arkansas,  Colorado,  Hlinois,  Indiana, 
Kansas,  Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  North 
Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  Texas, 
and  Wyoming,  restricted  to  traffic  mov¬ 
ing  in  foreign  commerce,  having  a  prior 
movement  by  water,  and  originating  at 
facilities  of  Caterpillar  Tractor  Co.  and 
its  subsidiaries. 

Note. — If  a  heariug  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  on  consolidated 
record  with  other  applications  requesting 
similar  authcH^ty. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  578),  filed 
January  2,  1975.  Applicant:  CURTIS, 
INC.,  4810  Pontiac  Street,  Commerce 
City  (Denver),  Colo.  80022.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Richard  A.  Peterson. 
P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln.  Nebr.  68501. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
bakery  products,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Mrs.  Smith’s  Pies,  at  or  near  Pottstown. 
Pa.,  to  pxiints  in  Arizona,  California, 
Colorado.  Idaho.  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Mlnne- 


No.  MC  11220  (Sub-No.  142),  filed 
Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  January  8,  1975.  Applicant*.  GORDONS 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Cin-  TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  185  West  McLe- 
clnnati  or  Columbus,  Ohio. 
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sota,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Ne> 
vada.  New  Mexico.  Ohio,  Oregon,  Utah, 
Washington,  and  Wisconsin. 

Notk. — a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Fbil- 
adelpbla.  Pa.,  Wasblngton,  D.C.,  or  Denver. 
Colo. 

No.  MC  113828  (Sub-No.  226),  filed 
January  6,  1975.  Applicant:  O’BOYLE 
TANK  LINES,  INCORPORATED,  P.O. 
Box  30006,  Washington,  D.C.  20014.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  P. 
Sullivan,  Federal  Bar  Building  West, 
1819  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sodium 
bicarbonate,  in  bulk,  from  Painesville, 
Ohio,  to  Charlottesville,  Va. 

Non. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  beld  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C, 

No.  MC  113861  (correction)  (Sub-No. 
61),  filed  November  22,  1974.  Published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Decem¬ 
ber  19,  1974,  and  republished  as  cor¬ 
rected  this  issue.  Applicant:  WOOTEN 
TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  153  Gaston  Ave¬ 
nue,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38106.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  N.  Clay,  2700 
Sterick  Building.  Memphis,  Tenn.  38103. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Asphalt 
and  asphalt  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles  from  Memphis  and  Nashville, 
Tenn.,  to  points  in  Kentucky. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication 
Is  to  add  Nashville,  Tenn.,  as  a  point  of  ori¬ 
gin,  omitted  in  the  original  notice.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Memphis,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  331),  filed 
December  30,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  TRANSPORT  CORPORATION. 
2105  East  DsJe  Street,  P.O.  Box  3180 
O.S.S.,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s 
representative:  B.  B.  Whitehead  (Same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Bentonite  clay  and  processed 
clay,  in  bulk,  from  Uie  plantsite  of  Amer¬ 
ican  Colloid  Company  located  near 
Lovell,  Wyoming,  to  points  in  Mississippi. 
Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Missouri,  Kentucky,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Maryland,  Delaware,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Ver¬ 
mont,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  In¬ 
diana,  Illinois,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Iowa,  Oklahoma,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Nebraska,  Kansas,  Louisiana, 
Texas,  and  the  District  of  Coliunbia;  (2) 
bentonite  clay,  foundry  molding  sand 
treating  compound,  in  bulk,  from  the 
plantsite  of  American  Colloid  Company 
located  near  Belle  Fomche,  S.  Dak.,  and 
Upton,  Wyo.,  to  points  in  Mississippi, 
Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Missouri,  Kentucky,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Maryland,  Delaware,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  Massa¬ 


chusetts,  Maine.  New  Hampshire,  Ver¬ 
mont,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  In¬ 
diana,  Michigan,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia;  and  (3)  foundry  molding  sand 
treating  compound  and  foundry  sand,  in 
bulk,  from  the  plantsite  of  American  Col¬ 
loid  Company  located  near  Granite  City, 

HI.  to  points  in  Alabama,  Mississippi, 
Nebraska,  Minnesota,  Michigan,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  Texas. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  either  at 
Kansas  City,  Mo.;  Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC. 

No.  MC  114004  (Sub-No.  153),  filed 
January  3, 1975.  Applicant:  CHANDLER 
TRAILER  CONVOY,  INC.,  8828  New 
Benton  Highway,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  72209. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Harold 
Hemly,  Jr.,  118  N.  St.  Asaph  Street,  Alex¬ 
andria,  Va.  22814.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  “by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Watercraft  and  watercraft  parts 
and  accessories,  in  mixed  loads,  from 
points  in  Gasconade  Coimty,  Mo.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (including 
Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii). 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  or  Little  Bock,  Ark. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  218) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  30,  1974.  Applicant:  DART 
TRANSIT  COMPANY,  a  Corporation, 
780  North  Prior  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55104.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mi¬ 
chael  P.  Zell  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Plumber  goods, 
from  Ottumwa,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Michigan,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Ohio,  South  Dakota,  *  Wisconsin, 
Washington,  Montana,  Wycnning,  and 
Colorado,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  the  plantsite  and  facilities  of  Univer- 
sal-Rundle  located  at  Ottumwa,  Iowa 
and  destined  to  the  named  destination 
states. 

Note. — It  a  heculng  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
St.  Paul,  Minn,  or  Plttsbxugh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  11545  (Sub-No.  209),  filed 
January  6,  1975.  Applicant:  HOME 
TRANSPORTAHON  COMPANY,  INC., 
1425  Franklin  Rd.,  Marietta,  Ga.  30062. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  E. 
Bom,  P.O.  Box  6426,  Station  A,  Marietta, 
Ga.  30062.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Tractors,  with  or  without  attachments 
(except  tractors  used  for  pulling  high¬ 
way  trailers),  lift  trucks,  excavators, 
motor  graders,  scrapers,  engines,  gener¬ 
ators,  generators  and  engines  combined, 
road  rollers,  pipe  layers,  and  dump 
trucks  desigi^  for  off-highway  use;  and 
(2)  parts,  attachments  and  accessories 
for  the  commodities  described  in  (1) 
above:  (a)  Prom  ports  of  entry  in  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  and  Virginia,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 


sippi,  North  CTarolina,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia; 

(b)  from  ports  of  entry  in  Alabama, 
Mississippi,  Louisiana,  and  Texas,  to 
points  in  Hlinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  and  Wisconsin;  and  (c) 
from  ports  of  entry  in  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Georgia,  and  Florida,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Hlinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  South  CTarolina,  Tennessee,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  moving  in  foreign 
commerce,  having  a  prior  movement  by 
water,  and  originating  at  facilities  of 
Caterpillar  Tractor  Co.  and  its  sub¬ 
sidiaries. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  on  consolidated 
record  with  other  similar  applications  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  115162  (Sub-No.  303),  filed 
January  3,  1975.  Applicant;  POOLE 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  500, 
Evergreen,  Ala.  36401.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  E.  Tate  (same  address 
as  £^licant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
(1)  agricultural  hand  tools,  rakes,  hoes, 
spades  and  accessories;  and  (2)  materi¬ 
als  and  supplies,  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  si^cultural  hand  tools,  rakes, 
hoes,  spades  and  accessories,  (1)  from 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Nebraska,  Kansas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Texas;  and  (2)  from  points 
in  the  United  States  in  and  east  of  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  to  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  115180  (Sub-No.  94),  filed  De¬ 
cember  31,  1974.  Applicant:  ONLEY 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTAnON, 
INC.,  265  West  14th  St.,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10014.  Applicant’s  representative : 
(George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Ave.,  Jer¬ 
sey  Cfity,  N.J.  07306,  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Candy,  confectionery  and  related 
items,  and  premiums  and  advertising 
materials  when  moving  with  the  above 
named  c(»nmodities  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk),  from  Freehold,  N.J.,  to 
points  in  Ohio,  Michigan,  Indiana,  Hli¬ 
nois,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  Missoiurl, 
Kansas,  Nebraska,  Iowa,  Texas,  and 
points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of 
the  Susquehanna  River. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary. 
appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  or  New  York,  N.T. 

No.  MC  115669  (Sub-No.  149),  filed 
January  8,  1975.  Applicant:  DAHLSTEN 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  101  West  Edgar 
Street,  P.O.  Box  95,  Clay  Center,  Nebr. 
68933.  Applicant  representative:  Donald 
L.  Stem,  530  Unlvac  Building,  7100  West 
Center  Road,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
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carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Dry  petroleum 
pitch,  in  bulk  (except  in  tank  vehicles) 
from  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  and  Granite  City, 
HI.,  to  Belle  Fourche,  S.  Dak.;  (2)  ben- 
tonite  clay  and  processed  clay,  from  the 
plant  site  of  the  American  Colloid  Com¬ 
pany  at  or  near  Lovell,  Wyo.,  to  points  In 
Kansas;  (3)  bentonite  cloy,  in  bags,  from 
the  plantsites  of  American  Colloid  Com¬ 
pany  at  or  near  Belle  Fourche,  S.  Dak., 
and  Upton,  Wyo.,  to  points  in  Nebraska 
(except  Omaha)  and  points  in  Kansas 
on,  east  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Kansas-Nebraska  State  Boundary 
line  and  extending  south  along  U.S. 
Highway  75  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
56,  thence  east  along  U.S.  Highway  56 
to  Olathe,  Kans.,  thence  east  along  Kan¬ 
sas  Highway  150  to  the  Kansas-Missouri 
State  Boundary  line;  and  (4)  supplies 
used  in  the  Installation  of  water  im¬ 
pedance  boards  when  shipped  with  water 
Impedance  boards,  from  the  plant  site  of 
the  American  Colloid  Company  at  or  near 
Belle  Fourche,  S.  Dak.,  to  points  in  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Nebraska,  and  Oklahoma. 

Note.— Common  control  and  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  495),  filed 
'January  2,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  105  Vulcan  Road,  Suite  200,  P.O. 
Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Roger  M. 
Shaner,  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
bakery  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  from  Lake  City,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  and  New 
Mexico. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Erie,  Pa.,  or 
Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  116073  (Sub-No.  314) ,  filed  De- 
cember  30,  1974.  Applicant:  BARRETT 
MOBILE  HOME  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
1825  Maine  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  919,  Moor¬ 
head,  Minn.  56560.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Robert  G.  Tessar,  1819  4th  Ave. 
South,  Moorhead,  Minn.  56560.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Travel  trailers,  (1)  From 
points  in  Gregg  Coimty,  Tex.,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and 
Tennessee;  and  (2)  From  points  in  Mc¬ 
Lennan  County,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Colorado,  Kansas,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Mexico,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Tennessee;  and  (3)  From 
points  in  Williams  County,  Ohio,  and 
Montgomery  and  Clinton  Coimties,  Ind., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Indiana, 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  South 
Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas,  and 
Wisconsin. 


Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  St.  Louis,  or 
Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  116763  (Sub-No.  300),  filed 
January  8,  1975.  A]M>licant:  CARL 

SUBLER  TRUCKING,  INC.,  North  West 
Street,  Versailles,  Ohio  45380.  Applicant’s 
representative;  H.  M.  Richters  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foodstuffs,  (1)  from  Muscatine  and 
Iowa  City,  Iowa,  Dixon,  HI.,  Geneva, 
Ohio,  and  North  East,  Pa.,  to  the  facility 
of  Heinz  U.S.A.  at  Jacl^nville,  Fla.; 
(2)  from  Dixon,  HI.,  Coloma,  Mich., 
North  East,  Pa.,  and  Geneva,  Ohio,  to 
the  facility  of  Heinz  U.S.A.  at  Arlington, 
Tex.;  (3)  from  Dixon,  HI.,  to  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Heinz  U.S.A.  at  Harrison,  N.J., 
andMechanicsburg,  Pa.;  (4)  frcMn  Dixon, 
Ill.,  Coloma,  Mich.,  North  East,  Pa.,  and 
Geneva,  Ohio,  to  the  facility  of  Heinz 
U.S.A.  at  Greenville,  S.C.;  and  (5)  from 
the  facility  of  Heinz  U.S.A.  at  Greenville, 
S.C.,  to  the  facilities  of  Heinz  U.SA, 
at  Arlington,  Tex.,  Mechanicsburg,  Pa., 
Iowa  City,  Iowa,  Toledo,  Ohio,  Harrison, 
N.J.,  and  points  in  Florida 'and  North 
Carolina. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  117304  (Sub-No.  35),  filed 
December  18,  19'^4.  Applicant:  DON 
PAFFILE,  doing  business  as  PAFFHJE 
TRUCK  LH^ES,  2906  29th  St.  North, 
Lewiston,  Idaho  83501.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  George  R.  LaBissoniere, 
Suite  101  Andover  Bldg.,  130  Andover 
Park  East,  Seattle,  Wash.  98188.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Waste,  scrap,  scrap 
metals,  pulp  and  rags  for  recycling  or 
reuse,  from  points  in  Montana  and  Idaho, 
to  those  points  in  Oregon  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  97,  and  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  Washington. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Spohane, 
Wash. 

No.  MC  118142  (Sub-No.  86),  filed 
December  23,  1974.  Applicant;  M. 

BRUENGER  AND  <X).,  INC.,  6250  N. 
Broadway,  Wichita,  Kans.  67219.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  M.  Bruenger  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Aerosol  products,  cleaning  com¬ 
pounds,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  Ft 
Lauderdale,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
California,  Nevada,  Utah,  Oregon,  Idaho, 
and  Washington. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  request  it  be  held  at  Wichita,  Elans. 

No.  MC  118202  (Sub-No.  43),.  filed 
December  26, 1974.  Applicant:  SCHULTZ 
’TRANSIT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  503,  Winona, 
Minn.  55987.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Val  M.  Higgins,  1000  First  National  Bank 


Bldg.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Candy  and  con¬ 
fectionery  products;  and  (2)  children's 
benches,  blackboards,  chalkboards,  desks, 
sand  boxes,  and  tables,  from  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  134631  Sub  4,  and  subs 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  Involved.  If  a  bearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Mlnnea- 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  118431  (Sub-No.  19)  (correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  December  10,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Janu¬ 
ary  3,  1975  and,  republished,  as  cor¬ 
rected,  this  issue.  Applicant;  DENVER 
SOUTHWEST  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  9950,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  72209.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  David  R.  Parker, 
P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  materials, 
supplies,  and  ingredients,  as  are  used  in 
the  food  processing  industry,  from  points 
in  Colorado,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Hli- 
nois  (except  points  in  the  Chicago  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone),  Indiana,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Tennessee,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
Wisconsin,  to  points  in  Deerfield  and 
Chicago,  Ill.  restricted,  (1)  against  the 
transportation  of  commodities  in  bulk, 
bananas,  frozen  and  canned  citrus 
products:  (2)  to  shipments  destined  to 
the  plantsites  and  facilities  utilized  by 
Blitchens  of  Sara  Lee;  and  (3)  to  a 
transportation  service  to  be  r>erformed 
imder  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Kitchens  of  Sara  Lee. 

Note. — ^'..'he  purpose  of  this*  republlcatlon 
is  to  add  the  destination  points  erroneously 
omitted  in  the  OTlginal  notice.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  118431  (Sub-No.  20),  filed 
January  6,  1975.  Applicant;  DENVER 
SOUTHWEST  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  9950,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  72209.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  David  R.  Parker, 
P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting;  Wine  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk) ,  from  Hammondsport, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  Hlinois,  Indiana,  Wis¬ 
consin,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Michigan,  and  Alabama,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  with  the  Taylor  Wine 
Company,  Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  at  either  Little 
Rock,  Ark.,  or  Rochester,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  118861  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1974.  Applicant:  H.  L.  DRA¬ 
PER  TRUCKING,  INC.,  Box  187,  Falls 
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Creek,  Pa.  15840.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  J.  Lavelle.  2310  Grant 
Building,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregxilar 
routes,  transporting:  Cinders,  sand,  grav¬ 
el,  stone,  and  slag,  and  cinders,  sand, 
gravel,  stone,  and  slag  when  coated  with 
asphalt,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Erie  County,  N.Y.,  to  points  in 
Crawford,  Erie,  and  Warren  Coimties, 
Pa.,  with  no  transportation  for  compen¬ 
sation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized. 

Note. — Ck>mmon  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  119493  (Sub-No.  134),  filed 
January  6,  1975.  Applicant:  MONKEM 
COMPANY,  INC.,  West  20th  Street  Road, 
P.O.  Box  1196,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  AppU- 
cant’s  representative:  J.  J.  IQiotts,  Jr., 
P.O.  Box  1196,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Beverages,  carbon¬ 
ated.  non-carbonated  beverage  concen¬ 
trates,  beverage  flavoring  compounds, 
and  beverage  preparations,  from  Lenexa, 
Kans.,  to  points  in  Missouri,  Iowa,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Oklahoma,  and  Arkansas. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  119777  (Sub-No.  313),  filed 
January  2,  1975.  Applicant:  LIGON 
SPECIALIZED  HAULER,  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  “L”,  Madisonville,  Ky.  42431.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  B.  Ratliff 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Lifting,  towing  hoist¬ 
ing,  and  material  handling  trucks;  and 
(2)  parts  and  accessories,  for  (1)  above, 
(A)  between  the  plant,  warehouse,  and 
storage  facilities  of  Clark  Equipment 
Company,  located  at  or  near  Georgetown, 
Ky.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Michigan;  and  (B)  from  the 
plant,  warehouse,  and  storage  facilities  of 
Clark  Equipment  Company,  located  at  or 
near  Georgetown,  Ky.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (including  Alaska,  but  ex¬ 
cluding  Hawaii). 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  126970,  Subs  1  and  3  there¬ 
under,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  Common  control  may  also  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Lexington,  Ky. 

No.  MC  119988  (Sub-No.  74)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  November  25,  1974,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Feperai.  Register  issue  of 
December  27,  1974,  as  No.  MC  140271 
(Sub-No.  1),  and  republished  as  cor¬ 
rected  this  issue.  Applicant:  GREAT 
WESTERN  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  High¬ 
way  103  East,  P.O.  Box  1384,  Lufkin,  Tex. 
75901.  Applicant’s  representative:  Hugh 
T.  Matthews,  630  Fidelity  Union  Tower, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75201.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Acrylics  and  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 


thereof  (except  in  bulk) ,  between  Hack¬ 
ensack,  N.J.,  Stamford,  Conn.,  and  Dal¬ 
las,  Tex.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  and  west  of  Texas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota, 
and  North  Dakota,  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  commodities  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  correction  is 
to  indicate  that  the  correct  docket  number 
assigned  to  this  application  is  MC  119988 
(Sub-No.  74)  in  lieu  of  MC  140271  (Sub-No. 

1).  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  9) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  2,  1975.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  a  Corporation, 
801  Cowan  Street,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37207. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  M. 
Nader,  P.O.  Box  E,  Bowling  Green,  Ky. 
42101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (A)(1) 
Buildings,  complete,  knocked  down,  or  in 
sections;  (2)  building  sections  and  build¬ 
ing  panels:  (3)  parts  and  accessories  used 
in  the  installation  of  the  commodities 
listed  above;  and  (4)  metal  pre-fabri- 
cated  structural  components  and  panels, 
from  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
of  Kirby  Building  Systems,  Inc.,  located 
at  or  near  Portland,  Term.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  Texas, 
Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  South 
Dakota,  and  North  Dakota;  and  (B) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  the  commodities 
listed  in  (A)  (1)  through  and  including 
(B)  (4) ,  above  from  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  Texas,  Oklahoma, 
Kansas,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota,  and 
North  Dakota,  to  the  plantsite  and  stor¬ 
age  facilities  of  Kirby  Building  Systems, 
Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Portland,  Tenn., 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  plant- 
site  and  storage  facilities  of  Kirby  Build¬ 
ing  Systems,  Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemd  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  or  Louisville,  Ky. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  219),  filed 
January  6,  1975.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
'TRANSPORT,  INC.,  South  Haven 
Square,  U.S.  Highway  6,  Valparaiso,  Ind. 
46383.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rob¬ 
ert  W.  Sawyer  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Coverings, 
facings,  floor  rolls,  felt  base  carpeting, 
asphalted  and  decorated  linoleum,  from 
Salem,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Wisconsin. 

Note. — Ckimmon  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemd  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Madison, 
Wis.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  123872  (Sub-No.  41),  filed 
December  23,  1974.  Applicant:  W  &  L 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  State  Road  1148, 
P.O.  Drawer  2607,  Hickory,  N.C.  28601. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Theodore 
Polydoroff,  Suite  600,  1250  Connecticut 
Ave.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 


carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  by-products,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix 
I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  hides  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  Denver, 
Colo.,  to  points  in  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  Virginia. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemd  necessary,  tlie 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Hick¬ 
ory  or  Charlotte.  N.C. 

No.  MC  124078  (Sub-No.  628),  filed 
January  2,  1975.  Applicant:  SCHWER- 
MAN  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation, 
611  South  28th  Street,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 
53246.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
R.  Ziperski  (Same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Liquid  sugar, 
and  liquid  sugar  and  blends  of  corn 
syrup,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Illinois,  and  Indiana;  (2)  ground  lime¬ 
stone,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Gantts  Quarry,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa;  and  (3)  nitric  acid,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Lima,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Iowa. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  113832  Sub-68,  therefore 
dual  operations  may  be  involved.  Common 
control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  either  Memphis,  Tenn.,  or 
Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  124170  (Sub-No.  49),  filed 
Jan.  8,  1975.  Applicant:  FROSTWAYS, 
INC.,  3900  Orleans,  Detroit,  Mich.  48207. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  J. 
Boyd.  600  Enterprise  Drive,  Suite  222, 
Oak  Brook,  HI.  60521.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Food,  Food  products,  and  food 
ingredients,  from  points  in  Mobile 
County,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Kentucky, 
Ohio.  Michigan,  Indiana,  Hlinois,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  Iowa,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Kansas,  South  Dakota,  and  North 
Dakota. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  Orleans, 
La.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  124679  (Sub-No.  62),  filed 
January  3,  1975.  Applicant:  C.  R.  ENG¬ 
LAND  &  SONS,  INC.,  975  West  2100 
South,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84119.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Daniel  B.  John¬ 
son,  1123  Munsey  Building,  1329  E  St. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Photographic  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
between  Teterboro,  N.J.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Salt  Lake  City. 
Utah;  Glendale  and  Brisbane,  Calif.; 
Denver,  Colo.;  Chicago,  HI.;  Atlanta, 
Ga.;  Milwaukee,  Wis.;  and  Dallas,  Tex. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  oontraot  carrier 
authority  in  MC  128813  Bubs  3,  4,  and  6, 
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thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be 
Involved.  If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Salt  liaka 
City,  Utah. 

No.  MC  124692  (Sub-No.  142),  filed 
December  16,  1974.  Applicant: 

SAMMONS  TRUCKING,  a  Corporation, 
P.O.  Box  4347,  Missoula,  Mont.  59801. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Donald  W. 
Smith,  Suite  2465,  One  Indiana  Square, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Petroleum  and  petroleum 
products  (except  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  Witco  Chemical  Corporation 
at  Bradford,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Montana, 
Idaho,  Utah,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 
Arizona,  -California,  Oregon,  and  Wash¬ 
ington,  restricted  to  shipments  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  facilities  of  Witco  Chemical 
Corporation  at  Bradford,  Pa. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  or- 
Chlcago,  Ill. 

No.  MC-124947  (Sub-No.  35),  filed 
January  6,  1975.  Applicant:  MACHIN¬ 
ERY  TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  417, 
Stroud,  Okla.  74079.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  T.  M.  Brown,  Suite  223,  Ciudad 
Building,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Tractors,  with 
or  without  attachments  (except  tractors 
used  for  pulling  highway  trailers),  lift 
trucks,  excavators,  motor  graders,  scrap¬ 
ers,  engines,  generators,  generators  and 
engines  combined,  road  rollers,  pipe 
layers,  dump  trucks  designed  for  off- 
highway  use;  and  (2)  parts,  attachments 
and  accessories  for  the  commodities  de¬ 
scribed  in  (1)  above,  (a)  from  ports  of 
entry  in  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Louisiana, 
and  Texas,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  New 
Mexico,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota, 
Texas,  Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming;  and 
(b)  from  ports  of  entry  in  Wisconsin, 
Illinois,  Michigan,  and  Ohio,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  restricted  to  trafiBc  moving  in 
foreign  commerce,  having  a  prior  move¬ 
ment  by  water  and  originating  at  facili¬ 
ties  of  Caterpillar  Tractor  Co.  and  its 
subsidiaries. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  126899  (Sub-No.  83),  filed 
January  3,  1975.  Applicant:  USHER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  3925  Old  Benton 
Road,  P.O.  Box  3051,  Paducah,  Ky.  42001. 
Applicant’s  representative:  George  M. 
Catlett,  703-706  McClure  Bldg.,  Frank¬ 
fort,  Ky.  40601.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Malt  beverages,  in  containers, 
and  related  advertising  materials,  from 
the  plantsite  of  Pabst  Georgia  Brewing 
Company,  at  or  near  Perry  (Houston 
County) ,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Kentucky;  and 
(2)  empty  malt  beverage  containers. 


from  points  in  Kentucky,  to  the  plant- 
site  of  Pabst  Georgia  Brewing  Company, 
at  or  near  Perry  (Houston  Covmty),  Ga. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  h^d  at  Louisville, 
Ky.,  or  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  128012  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
January  3,  1975.  Applicant:  R.  E.  Mc- 
CORMACK  AND  D.  L.  McCORMACK, 
a  partnership,  doing  business  as  Mc- 
CORMA(^  TRUCK  LINES,  2608  Eagle 
Lane,  P.O.  Box  74937,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  73127.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Dean  Williamson,  280  National  Founda¬ 
tion  Life  Bldg.,  3535  NW.  58th,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.  73112.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  goods,  from  points  in 
Cameron,  Hidalgo,  Starr,  and  Willacy 
Counties,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
Arkansas,  California,  Kansas,  Louisiana, 
New  Mexico,  Nevada,  and  Oklahoma. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.,  or  Dallas,'  Tex. 

No.  MC  128273  (Sub-No.  165),  filed 
December  26,  1974.  Applicant:  MID¬ 
WESTERN  DISTRIBUTION,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  189,  Fort  Scott,  Kans.  66701.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Harry  Ross  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Printed  matter,  publications, 
and  exempted  printed  matter ,  as  describ¬ 
ed  by  Section  203(b)  (7)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  when  transported  at  the 
same  time  and  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
printed  matter  and  publications;  and 
(2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in  main¬ 
tenance  and  operaion  of  printing  plants, 
between  plant  sites  and  warehouse  fa¬ 
cilities  of  R.  R.  Donnelley  &  Sons  Com¬ 
pany  and/or  its  subsidiaries  at  or  near 
Glasgow,  Ky.,  Gallatin,  Tenn.,  and  Chi¬ 
cago  and  Mattoon,  Ill.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  128638  (Sub-No.  8)  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  3,  1975.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
GRAIN  HAULERS,  INC.,  Route  No.  1, 
Van  Meter  Road,  Winchester,  Ky.  40391. 
Applicant’s  representative:  George  M. 
Catlett,  703-706  McClure  Bldg.,  Frank¬ 
fort,  Ky.  40601.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Coal,  from  points  in  Carter,  Elliott, 
Martin,  Johnson,  Floyd,  Magoffin,  Perry, 
Breathitt,  Wolfe,  Menifee,  Powell,  Lee, 
and  Owsley  Counties,  Ky.,  to  points  in 
Kentucky,  Ohio,  Indiana,  West  Virginia, 
and  Tennessee. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Lex- 
in^on  or  Louisville,  Ky. 

No.  MC  133965  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  2,  1975.  Applicant:  CALZONA 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6558,  PhoeniT  Ariz.  85005.  Applicant’s 
representative;  William  J.  Lippman, 


1819  H  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Solvents,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  to 
Grandview,  Tex.;  and  (2)  from  Grand¬ 
view,  Tex.,  to  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Los  Angeles,  (3aUf.,  or 
Phoenix,  Ariz. 

No.  MC  134197  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  De¬ 
cember  30,  1974.  Applicant:  JACKSON 
&  JOHNSON,  INC.,  West  Church  Street, 
Box  7,  Savannah,  N.Y.  13146.  Applicant’s 
representative:  S.  Michael  Richards,  44 
North  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  225,  Webster, 
N.Y.  14580.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  (1) 
Malt  beverages,  from  Radisson,  N.Y.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Maine,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  and 
Vermont:  and  (2)  materials,  supplies  and 
equipment,  used  in  the  manufacture,  sale 
and  distribution  of  malt  beverages,  from 
points  in  Connecticut,  Maine,  .Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
and  Vermont,  to  Radisson,  N.Y. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  136342,  therefore  dual  op¬ 
erations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  either  Syracuse,  or  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  134478  (Sub-No.  7),  filed 
December  26,  1974.  Applicant:  CON¬ 
NOLLY  CARTAGE  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
3660,  1088  Snelling  Avenue,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  55156.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  E.  Ballenthin,  630  Osborn  Bldg., 
St.  Paul,  Minn.  55102.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes^  transport¬ 
ing:  Wood  chips,  in  bulk,  from  Black 
River  Falls  and  Connersville,  Wis.,  to 
points  in  Scott  County,  Minn.,  restricted 
to  the  traffic  destined  to  plantsite  and 
facilities  of  Certain  Teed  Products  Corpo¬ 
ration,  at  Scott  County,  Minn. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  134599  (Sub-No.  117),  filed 
Dec.  11.  1974.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT  CARRIER  CORPORAnON, 
P.O.  Box  748,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84110.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rich¬ 
ard  A.  Peterson,  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln, 
Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting :  Rub¬ 
ber,  rubber  products  and  equipment, 
chemicals,  and  materials  and  supplies, 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  production 
of  rubber  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk,  or  which,  because  of  size  or 
weight,  require  special  handling),  from 
Chicopee  Falls,  Mass.,  to  points  in  Ari¬ 
zona,  Arkansas,  California,  Colorado, 
Iowa,  Louisiana,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
New  Mexico,  Oklatioma,  Oregon,  Texas, 
and  Washington,  under  contract  with 
Uniroyal,  Inc. 
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Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah,  or  Lincoln.  Nebr. 

No.  MC  134818  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  31,  1974.  Applicant;  EDWARD  C. 
WARD.  Route  1,  Box  107,  Tyner,  N.C. 
27980.  Applicant’s  representative:  Chester 
A.  Zyblut,  1522  K  St.  NW..  Suite  634, 
Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
v^icle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Fishmeal,  between  Reedville  and 
Cape  Charles,  Va.,  and  Wilmington,  N.C. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  does  not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  135486  (Sub-No.  7)  (correc¬ 
tion),  filed  November  6,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Decem¬ 
ber  12,  1974,  and  republished,  as  cor¬ 
rected,  this  issue.  Applicant:  JACK 
HODGE  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2410  West 
9th  Street,  Marion,  Ind.  46952.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jacob  P.  Billig,  1126  16th 
Street  NW.,  Room  300,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fresh 
bakery  products  and  advertising  and  dis¬ 
play  material  in  connection  therewith, 
from  the  facilities  of  The  Kroger  Com¬ 
pany  at  Solon,  Ohio,  to  the  facilities  of 
The  Kroger  Company  at  Ft.  Wayne,  Ind., 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  The  Kroger  Company. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  republlcatlon 
Is  to  indicate  the  correct  contrsu:tlng  shipper. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  135486  (Sub-No.  8)  (correc¬ 
tion)  filed  November  6,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Decem¬ 
ber  12,  1974  and  republished,  as  cor¬ 
rected,  this  issue.  Applicant:  JACK 
HODGE  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2410  West 
9th  Street,  Marion,  Ind.  46952.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Jacob  P.  Billig, 
1126  16th  Street  NW.,  Room  300,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 
wholesale,  retail,  and  chain  grocery  and 
food  business  houses,  and  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the  con¬ 
duct  of  such  business,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  the  facilities  of  the  Kroger  Com¬ 
pany  at  Coliunbus  and  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
to  the  facilities  of  the  Kroger  Com¬ 
pany  at  Dallas  and  Houston,  Tex.,  under 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
The  Kroger  Company. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republlcatlon 
Is  to  indicate  the  correct  contracting  ship¬ 
per.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  135486  (Sub-No.  9),  filed 
January  8,  1975.  Applicant:  JACK 

HODGE  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2410  West 
9th  Street,  Marlon,  Ind.  46952.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Jacob  P.  Billig, 
1126  16th  Street  NW.,  Room  300,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 


ing:  Carbonated  beverages,  in  packages, 
from  the  facilities  of  Inter-State  Can¬ 
ning  Company  at  Louisville,  Ky.,  to  the 
facilities  of  The  Krc^er  Company  at  Cinr 
cinnati  and  Columbus,  Ohio  and  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Ind.;  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  The  Kroger  Com¬ 
pany. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  135797  (Sub-No.  32),  filed 
Dec.  26,  1974.  Applicant:  J.  B.  HUNT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  200, 
Lowell,  Ark.  72745.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  L.  C.  C^ypert,  108  Terrace  Drive, 
Lowell,  Ark.  72745.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Metal  building  parts  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies,  used  in  tiie 
manufacture  and  erection  of  metal  build¬ 
ings  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
commodities  which  because  of  size  and 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment),  from  the  facilities  of  Jeanway 
Industries,  Inc.,  at  Humble,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska,  Hawaii,  and  Texas). 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Houston, 
Tex.,  or  Tulsa^  Okla. 

No.  MC  136166  (Sub-No.  13),  filed 
Dec.  19,  1974.  Applicant:  CP  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  175  Linfield  Drive,  Menlo 
Park,  Calif.  94025.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Robert  M.  Bowden,  Western  Traf¬ 
fic  Service,  P.O.  Box  3062,  Portland, 
Oreg.  97208.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  meat,  fish  and  poultry  solubles,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  from  Warrenton, 
Oreg.,  to  Jefferson,  Wis.,  and  St.  Joseph, 
Mo. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  San  Francisco, 
or  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  136212  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
January  2,  1975.  Applicant:  JENSEN 
'TRUCKING  COMPANY.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
349,  (jothenburg,  Nebr.  69138.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Lonnie  Jensen  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foodstuffs,  from  the  plantsite^  of 
Heinz  U.S.A.,  Division  of  H.  J.  Heinz 
Company  at  Iowa  City  and  Muscatine, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Colorado,  and  points 
in  Kansas  and  Nebraska  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  81. 

Note. — Ckjmmon  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  136318  (Sub-No.  30),  filed 
January  2,  1975.  Applicant;  COYOTE 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5627,  High 
Point,  N.C.  27262.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  David  R.  Parker,  P.O.  Box  82028, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  New  furniture,  from  Appomattox, 


Va.,  to  points  In  California,  Idaho,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Nevada,  North  Dakota,  and  South 
Dakota,  under  contract  with  Thonuuiville 
Furniture  Industries,  Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Oa., 
or  Charlotte,  N.C. 

No.  MC  136420  (Sub-No.  5).  filed  De¬ 
cember  9,  1974.  Applicant;  OKLAHOMA 
BORDER  EXPRESS,  INC.,  903  South  Y 
Street,  Port  Smith.  Ark.  72901.  AppU- 
cant’s  represaitative :  Don  A.  Smith,  P.O. 
Box  43, 13  North  7th  Street,  Fort  Smith, 
Ark.  72901.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com- 
missi<m,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those, 
requiring  special  equipment).  Between 
Tulsa,  Okla.,  and  Bentonville,  Ark.,  serv¬ 
ing  the  intermediate  points  of  Spring- 
dale  and  Rogers,  Ark.,  and  the  off -route 
point  of  Fayetteville,  Ark.:  From  Tulsa, 
Okla.,  over  Oklahoma  Highway  33  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  59,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  59  to  Siloam  Springs,  Ark., 
thence  over  Arkansas  Highway  68  to 
Springdale,  Ark.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71  to  Rogers,  Ark.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  71  to  Bentonville,  Ark.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  Fort  Smith,  Ark., 
or  Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC  138021  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  De¬ 
cember  26,  1974.  Applicant;  STAND, 
INC.,  Box  57,  Port  Washington,  Ohio 
43837.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rich¬ 
ard  H.  Brandon,  79  East  State  Street, 
Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  £is  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Pallets  and  lumber,  from  Strongs¬ 
ville,  Ohio  and  points  in  Guernsey, 
Noble,  Coshocton,  and  Holmes  Counties, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Kentucky. 
Michigan,  and  Pennsylvania,  imder  a 
continuing  contract  with  Hinchcliff 
Products  Company. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  138054  (Sub-No.  6) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  8, 1975.  Applicant;  CONDOR  CON¬ 
TRACT  CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1354, 
Garden  Grove,  Calif.  92642.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Patrick  E.  Qu^n,  605 
South  14th  Street,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Ornamental  iron,  plastic  articles, 
vents,  ventilators,  ceiling  grids,  shutters, 
louvers,  and  parts  and  accessories  used 
in  the  manufacturing,  sale,  and  installa¬ 
tion  of  the  commodities  named  above 
(except  commodities  in  bulk  and  com¬ 
modities  which  by  reason  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment)  :  (1)  from  the  plantsite  of  L^ie- 
Locke,  Division  of  Questor,  at  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Arizona  and 
New  Mexico;  and  (2)  from  the  plantsite 
of  Leslie-Locke,  Division  of  Questor,  at 
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Tifton,  Ga..  to  points  in  Kentucky,  Ten¬ 
nessee.  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Alabama,  Georgia,  Mississippi, 
Florida,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  Texas, 
and  Arkansas,  imder  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Leslie-Locke,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Questor. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
appiicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Columbus  or 
Cleveland,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  138415  (Sub-No.  11)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  August  5,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  September 
12„  1974,  and  republished  as  corrected, 
this  issue.  Applicant:  TRAILER  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  Box  327,  Topeka,  Ind. 
46571.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mi¬ 
chael  M.  Yoder,  Box  321,  Topeka,  Ind. 
46571.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Camping 
trailers  including  folding  camping 
trailers  (tent  campers) ,  fifth  wheel  travel 
trailers,  travel  trailers,  and  truck 
campers,  from  the  plantsite  of  Vega  Cor¬ 
poration  in  Syracuse  (Kosciusko  Coun¬ 
ty)  ,  Ind.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  imder  a 
continuing  contract  with  Vega  Corpora¬ 
tion. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  republlcatlon 
is  to  indicate  the  correct  address  of  the  Ap¬ 
plicant  and  applicant’s  representative.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.,  or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  138820  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  3,  1975.  Applicant:  PATTON’S, 
INC.,  2300  Canyon  Road.  EUensburg, 
Wash.  98926.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  T.  Johnson,  1610  IBM  Bldg.,  Se¬ 
attle,  Wash.  98101.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meat,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  from  EUensburg,  Wash.,  to 
points  in  Oregon,  under  contract  with 
Schaake  Packing  Company. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  in  MC  129516,  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  or  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  138941  (Sub-No.  5) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  30,  1974.  Applicant:  COUNTRY 
WIDE  ’TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  1110 
South  Reservoir  Street,  Pomona,  Calif. 
91766.  Applicant’s  representative:  Paul 
M.  Daniell,  P.O.  Box  872,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30301.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Plastic 
articles  (except  in  bulk),  from  Lowell, 
Mass.,  and  Stratford,  Conn.,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  under  contract  with  MobU 
CUiemical  Company,  Division  Mobil  OU 
Corporation. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  139584  (Sub-No.  4) .  filed*De- 
cember  16,  1974.  AppUcant:  JOHN 

BUSCH,  P.O.  Box  211,  Conyngham,  Pa. 
18219.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ken¬ 
neth  R.  D^vis,  999  Union  Street,  Taylor, 
Pa.  18517.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 


a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Candy  and 
confectionery,  and  related  advertising 
matter,  from  the  plantsite  of  Cadbury 
Corporation,  Humbolt  Industrial  Park, 
Hazle  Township,  Pa.,  to  Detroit,  Mich.; 
Dallas,  Tex.;  Denver,  Colo.;  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah;  Kansas  City,  Kans.;  Kansas 
City,  Mo.;  Chicago,  HI.;  Seattle,  Wash.; 
and  Los  Angeles,  EmeryviUe,  and  Hay¬ 
ward,  Calif.,  restricted  to  shipments  orig¬ 
inating  at  the  above  origin  point,  and 
destined  to  Uie  above  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  139771  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1974.  Applicant;  GAFCO, 
INC.,  1040  West  45th  Street,  Norfolk, 
Va.  23508.  Applicant’s  representative: 
CJhester  A.  Zyblut,  1522  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Marine  paint,  in  containers,  from 
Bayonne,  N.J.,  to  port  facilities  located 
at  Baltimore,  Md.;  Norfolk,  Va.;  Wil¬ 
mington,  N.C.;  Charleston,  S.C,;  Savan¬ 
nah,  Ga.;  Tampa,  Jacksonville,  Miami, 
and  Port  Canaveral,  Fla.;  Mobile,  Ala.; 
New  Orleans,  La.;  Houston,  Tex.;  Los 
Angeles  and  San  Francisco,  Calif.;  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.;  and  Seattle,  Wash.,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Hempel  Marine  Paints,  Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  140016  (Sub-No,  4),  filed 
Dec.  26,  1974.  Applicant;  TRANSPOR- 
TA-nON  SERVICES,  INC.,  1285  Glen¬ 
dale  Road,  Sparks,  Nev.  89431.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Daniel  W.  Baker, 
100  Pine  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 
94111.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Beer, 
other  malt  beverages,  and  related  adver¬ 
tising  materials,  in  temp>erature-con- 
troUed  equipment,  from  points  in  Los 
Angeles  County,  Calif.,  to  points  fn 
Nevada  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  6. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Reno 
or  Carson  City,  Nev. 

No.  MC  140022  (Sub-No.  2)  (Amend¬ 
ment)  ,  filed  October  29,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Novem¬ 
ber  27, 1974,  and  republished  as  amended 
this  issue.  Applicant:  DONOVAN  P. 
RODRIGUEZ,  doing  business  as  MICHI¬ 
GAN  TRUCKING  SERVICE,  4630  Ben¬ 
zie  Hwy.,  Benzonia,  Mich.  49616.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  James  R.  Davis, 
1018  Michigan  National  Tower,  Lansing, 
Mich.  48933.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pal¬ 
lets  and  pallet  stock  in  mixed  shipments 
with  pallets  on  fiat  bed  equipment,  (1) 
between  points  in  Michigan  and  points 
in  Indiana  on  and  north  of  Interstate 
Highway  70;  and  (2)  between  points 
in  Michigan  (except  those  points  located 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  127  and  south  of 
Michigan  Highway  M-21)  on  the  one 


hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio 
on  and  north  of  Interstate  Highway  70. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  repubUcation 
Is  to  amend  the  territorial  description  In  (2) 
above.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Lansing  or 
Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  140089,  filed  July  22, 1974.  Ap¬ 
pUcant:  LIONEL  THERIAULT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  239,  Water  Street,  Caribou, 
Maine  04736.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Arthur  A.  Wentzell,  P.O.  Box  764,  Wor¬ 
cester,  Mass.  01613.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Rock  salt,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles, 
from  Caribou,  Houlton,  and  Fort  Kent, 
Maine,  to  points  in  Maine,  under  con¬ 
tract  with  The  Chemical  Corporation. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Portland, 
Maine. 

No.  MC  140149  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1974.  Applicant:  M.  C. 
BUNCH,  doing  business  as  M.  C.  BUNCH 
trucking  CO.,  1500  Garland,  Jones¬ 
boro,  Ark.  72401.  AppUcant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  R.  Henry,  P.O.  Box  906,  Har¬ 
risburg,  Ark.  72432.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Flattened  vehicles  and  scrap  metal 
for  recycling,  from  points  in  Arkansas, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Texas,  and  Tennessee,  to  Al¬ 
ton.  Chicago,  East  St.  Louis,  and  Rock¬ 
ford,  m.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  Beloit  and 
Madison,  Wis. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  either  at 
Little  Rock,  Ark.,  Washington,  D.C.,  or  Port 
Worth,  Tex. 

No.  MC  140277  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
Jan.  2,  1975.  Applicant;  BILL  BALL, 
doing  business  as  BILL  BALL  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  1703  Industrial  Avenue,  Sioux 
Palls,  S.  Dak.  57104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative  :  Bill  Ball  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  Com¬ 
modity  bags,  envelopes,  packets  and 
pouches,  and  wrappers,  flat,  folded  flat, 
and  in  rolls,  requiring  separation  into 
individual  units,  with  and  without  com¬ 
plement  of  bag  ties,  from  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  of  American  West¬ 
ern  Corporation,  at  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak., 
to  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  and  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  under  contract  with  American 
Western  Corporation. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Sioux  Falls, 
S.  Dak.,  or  Sioux  City,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  140296  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  8,  1975.  Applicant:  SANDNER 
BROTHERS  TRANSPORT  LTD.,  P.O. 
Box  40,  Christine  Lake,  B.C.,  Canada 
VOH  lEO.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  H.  Hart,  1100  IBM  Building, 
Seattle,  Wash.  98101.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Ore  concentrates,  from  ports  of 
entry  on  the  International  Boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and  Can- 
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ada,  at  or  near  Laurler,  Wash.,  to  Ana¬ 
conda.  Mont./  under  contract  with 
Granby  Mining  Company  Ltd. 

Non. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  in  MC  133239  Sub  1,  therefore  dual 
operations  may  be  involred.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  140430  (Correction) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  18,  1974,  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  is^e  of  December  27, 1974, 
and  republished  as  corrected,  this  issue. 
Applicant:  DELLON  R.  CAPPER  AND 
ROBERT  M.  NAWFEL,  doing  business 
as  B  and  B  LEASING  COMPANY, 
Miami,  Ariz.  85539.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Donald  E.  Femaays,  Suite  312, 
4040  East  McDowell  Road,  Phoenix,  Ariz. 
85008.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Malt  bev¬ 
erages  and  accompanying  advertising 
material-,  between  Van  Nuys,  Calif.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Globe, 
Miami,  and  Safford,  Ariz.;  and  empty 
pallets  and  refiXlable  bottles  on  return, 
imder  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Cactus  Liquor  Sales,  Inc.  and  Jim 
Hafer  Distributor. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  republlcatlon 
Is  to  Indicate  applicant’s  correct  address.  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Phoenix,  Ariz. 

No.  MC  140416  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  2,  1975.  Applicant:  BOOCHER 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Rural  Route  2,  North 
Manchester,  Ind.  46962.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Alki  E.  Scopelitis,  815  Mer¬ 
chants  Bank  Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Feed  and 
teed  ingredients  (except  liquid  feed  and 
liquid  feed  ingredients,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
ve^cles) ,  from  the  facilities  of  Ralston 
Purina  Company  located  near  Milford, 
Ind.,  to  Allen,  Defiance,  Erie.  Fulton, 
Hancock,  Hardin,  Henry.  Hiu-on,  Lucas. 
Marion.  Ottawa.  Paulding,  Putnam, 
Sandusky,  Seneca,  Van  Wert,  Williams, 
Wood,  and  Wyandot  Counties,  Ohio,  and 
Van  Buren,  Cass,  Berrien,  St.  Joseph, 
Kalamazoo,  and  Branch  Counties,  Mich., 
restricted  to  a  contract  with  Ralston 
Purina  Company. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  140474  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  2, 1975.  Applicant:  C.  E.  JOHNSON, 
an  individual,  704  North  First,  Osborne, 
Kans.  67473.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Clyde  N.  Christey,  641  Harrison  Street, 
Topeka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Iron  and  steel  articles, 
parts,  and  materials  to  be  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  agricultural  machinery, 
from  Fort  Morgan,  Colo.;  Chicago,  Free¬ 
port,  Fulton,  Galesburg,  Plainfield,  and 
Quincy,  HI.;  Elkhart,  Ind.;  Boone  and 
Marshalltown,  Iowa;  Maple  Plains, 
Minn.;  Kansas  City  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.; 
Grand  Island  and  Valley,  Nebr.;  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.;  Fort  Worth,  Tex.;  and  MU- 
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waukee,  Wis.,  to  the  plant  and  or  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Osborne  Manufac¬ 
turing  Co.,  Inc.  located  at/or  near  Os¬ 
borne.  Kans.,  and  the  plant  and/or  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Gilmore-Tatge  Mfg. 
Co.,  located  at/or  near  Clay  Center, 
Kans.;  and  (2)  agricultural  machinery 
and  parts,  from  the  plant  and/or  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Osborne  Manufac¬ 
turing  Co.,  Inc.  and/or  near  Osborne, 
Kans.,  and  the  plant  and/or  warehouse 
facilities  of  Gilmore-Tatge  Mfg.  Co.,  Inc. 
located  at/or  near  Clay  Center,  Kans., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Georgia, 
Idaho,  Hlinois,'  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Maryland,  Michigan,  Min¬ 
nesota.  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montana, 
Nebra^a,  New  Jersey,  New  Mexico,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  North  Dakota, 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota.  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Utah.  Virginia,  Washington, 
West  Virginia.  Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming, 
parts  (1)  and  (2)  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  Osborne  Manufacturing 
Co.,  Inc.  and  'GUmore-Tatge  Mfg.  Co.. 
Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  140480  (Sub-No.  2) .  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  3,  1975.  Applicant:  EDWIN  J. 
MEIERS,  doing  business  as  GRAPHIC 
ARTS  EXPRESS,  R.F.D.  1,  Oregon,  m. 
61061.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
H.  Levy,  29  South  LaSalle  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  m.  60603.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Rotogravure  cylinders,  between  Mt.  Mor¬ 
ris,  HI.,  and  New  Berlin  and  Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  imder  contract  with  Kable  Print¬ 
ing  Company,  at  Mt.  Morris,  HL 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  140481  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  6,  1975.  Applicant:  A.M.S.  MOTOR 
SERVICE,  INC.,  132  West  154th  Street, 
South  Holland,  HI.  60473.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Irving  Stillerman,  29 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60603. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Brick  and  concrete 
block,  from  the  plantsites  and  warehouse 
sites  of  Hlinois  Brick  Company.  Division 
of  Old  Fort  Industries,  Inc.,  located  in 
the  Chicago,  HI.,  Commercial  Zone,  to 
points  in  Wisconsin,  Michigan,  and  In¬ 
diana,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Hlinois  Brick  Company, 
Division  of  Old  Fort  Industries,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  HL 

No.  MC  140513,  filed  December  27, 1974. 
AppUcant:  LUMBER  SPECIALTY 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  82  South  Broadway, 
Salem,  N.H.  03079.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  James  Troisi  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lum¬ 
ber,  wooden  fencing  and  wooden  pallets, 
from  points  in  Clinton  County,  N.Y.,  and 


points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  and 
Vermont,  to  points  in  and  east  of  Min¬ 
nesota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  and 
Louisiana,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  New  England  Lumber 
Sales  Co. 

NoTE.---If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  140514,  filed  December  27, 
1974.  AppUcant  :  GELLO  BROS.  INCOR¬ 
PORATED,  18  Duncan  Street,  WaUing- 
ford.  Conn.  06492.  AppUcant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Salvatore  R.  Gello  (same  address 
as  appUcant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Wrecked,  disabled,  and  repossessed  vehi¬ 
cles,  between  points  in  Connecticut,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Massachusetts.  Rhode  Island,  Maine, 
Vermont,  New  Hampshire.  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  and 
Maryland. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Hart¬ 
ford,  Conn.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  or  Boston, 
Mass. 

No.  MC  140525,  filed  Dec.  31, 1974.  Ap¬ 
pUcant:  LIQUID  TRANSPORTERS, 
INC.,  1292  Fern  VaUey  Road,  P.O.  Box 
21395,  LouisviUe,  Ky.  40221.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Leonard  A.  Jaskiewicz, 
Suite  501,  1730  M  St.  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motCHr  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Pickled  products,  in  containers,  from  the 
plantsite  of  Vlasic  Foods.  Inc.,  at  or  near 
GreenviUe,  Miss.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  HawaU) ;  and 
(2)  supplies  and  materials,  used  in  the 
processing  and  manufacture  of  pickle 
products,  from  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to 
the  plantsite  of  Vlasic  Foods,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Greenville,  Miss.,  under  contract 
with  Vlasic  Foods,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Green¬ 
ville,  Miss. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  MC  112617  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
Common  control  may  also  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C., 
or  Louisville,  Ky. 

No.  MC  140532,  filed  January  3,  1975. 
AppUcant;  HAROLD  GENE  SPARKS, 
doing  business  as  INTERSTATE  MO- 
BILEHOME  TOWINO,  1223  Mull  Street, 
JacksonviUe,  Fla.  32205.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  W.  Guy  McKenzie,  Jr.,  P.O. 
Box  1200,  Tallahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Mobile  homes, 
modular  homes  and  buildings,  complete, 
knocked  doum,  in  sections,  loaded  and 
unloaded,  and  their  component  parts  and 
accessories,  when  transported  in  connec¬ 
tion  therewith,  (1)  from  points  in  Alac¬ 
hua,  Baker,  Bradford,  Clay,  Duval, 
Flagler,  Putnam,  St.  Johns,  and  Union 
Counties,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Georgia;  and 
(2)  from  points  in  Brantley,  Camden, 
Charlton,  Clinch,  Glynn,  Liberty,  Long, 
Pierce,  McIntosh  Ware,  and  Wayne 
Counties,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Florida. 
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NOTI.— If  a  heariotg  Is  deemed  neceasiu-y. 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Jacksonville  or  Tallahassee,  Fla.,  or  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

Passenger  Application  (s) 

No.  MC  140282  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  3,  1975.  Applicant:  COMMUNITY 
COACH,  INC.,  315  Howe  Avenue,  Pas¬ 
saic,  N.J.  07055.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Charles  J.  Williams,  47  Lincoln 
Park,  Newark,  NJ.  07102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Passengers,  between 
PKiints  in  the  Boroughs  of  Manhattan 
a.nri  Bronx,  New  York,  N.Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  n-nd,  on  the  other,  the  plantsite 
Kohner  Bros.,  Inc.,  at  Elmwood  Park, 
N.J.,  imdex  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Kohner  Bros.,  Inc.,  at  Elm¬ 
wood  Park,  N.J.;  and  (2)  passengers,  be¬ 
tween  the  Borough  of  Bronx,  New  York, 
N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
the  plantsite  of  the  Duralite  Company, 
Bic.,  at  Passaic,  N.J.,  imder  a  continuing 
cimtract,  or  contracts,  with  Duralite 
Company,  Inc.,  at  Passaic,  N.J. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  MC  76022,  therefore  dual  opera- 
tkms  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
Newark,  N.J.,  or  New  York,  N.Y. 

Broker  Application  (s) 

No.  MC  130288,  filed  December  26, 
1974.  Applicant:  RICHARD  L.  MORGAN 
AGENCY,  a  Partnership,  Bldg.  D,  Room 
314,  1401  Fairfax  Trafficway,  Kansas 
City,  Kans.  66115.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Donald  J.  Quinn,  Suite  900,  1012 
Baltimore,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64105.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  engage  in  operation. 
In  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
broker  at  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  to  sell  or 
offer  to  sell  the  transportation  of:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  Classes  A  and 
B  explosives  and  household  goods),  by 
motor  common  and  contract  carriers, 
between  points  in  the  United  States,  in¬ 
cluding  Alaska  and  Hawaii. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
or  Topeka,  Kans. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 
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IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Applications 
January  27,  1975. 

The  following  applications  to  elimi¬ 
nate  gateways  for  the  purpose  of  reduc¬ 
ing  highway  congestion,  alleviating  air 
and  noise  pollution,  minimizing  safety 
hazards,  and  conserving  fuel  have  been 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission  under  the  Commission’s  Gateway 
Elimination  Rules  (49  (TPR  1065(d)  (2)), 
and  notice  thereof  to  all  Interested  per- 


NOTKES 

sons  is  hereby  given  as  provided  in  such 
rules. 

Carriers  having  a  genuine  interest  in 
an  aiH^fication  may  file  an  original  and 
three  copies  of  verified  statements  in  op¬ 
position  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  on  or  before  March  3,  1975. 
(This  procedure  is  outlmed  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  report  and  order  in  Gateway 
Elimination,  119  M.C.C.  530.)  A  copy  of 
the  verified  statement  in  opposition  must 
also  be  served  upon  applicant  or  its 
named  representative.  The  verified 
statement  should  contain  all  the  evidence 
upon  which  protestant  relies  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  proceeding  including  a  detailed 
statement  of  protestant’s  interest  in  the 
proposal.  No  rebuttal  statements  will  be 
accepted. 

No.  MC  5470  (Sub-No.  93G) ,  filed  June 
4,  1974.  Applicant:  TAJON,  INC.,  R.D. 
No.  5,  Mercer,  Pa.  16137.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Don  Cross,  700  World 
Center  Building,  918  16th  St.  NW,, 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Scrap  metals,  in  dump  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Unlontown,  Pa.,  to  Perth 
Amboy,  N.J.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Oil  City, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  7573  (Sub-No.  5G) ,  filed  June 
4, 1974.  AppUcant:  LEHMAN  CARTAGE, 
INC.,  1821  Middle  Ave.,  Elyria,  Ohio 
44035.  Applicant’s  representative;  John 
P.  McMahon,  100  East  Broad  St.,  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio  43215.' Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  lading),  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Ohio  on  and  north  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  U.S.  Highway 
40  from  the  Ohio-West  Virginia  State 
line  and  extending  westward  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  77  and  U.S.  Highway 
21,  thence  extending  northward  along 
Interstate  Highway  77  or  U.S.  Highway 
21  to  Canton,  Ohio,  thence  westward 
along  U.S.  Highway  30  from  Canton 
through  Wooster,  Mansfield,  Bucyrus, 
and  Upper  Sandusky,  Ohio  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  30  and  68,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  68  northward  to  Findlay, 
Ohio,  and  junction  U.S.  Highway  68  and 
Interstate  Highway  75  or  U.S.  Highway 
25,  and  thence  northward  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  75  or  U.S.  Highway  25  of 
Toledo,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  Indiana 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  31  between 
the  Indiana-Michigan  State  line  and  In¬ 
dianapolis,  and  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  40  between  Indianapolis  and  the 
Indiana-Ohio  State  line,  those  in  that 
part  of  Michigan  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  23  between  the  Michigan-Ohio 
State  line  and  Flint,  and  on  and  south  of 
Michigan  Highway  21  between  Flint  and 
Port  Huron,  and  those  hi  that  part  of 
West  Virginia  on  and  north  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  60  between  Huntington  and  Gauley 
Bridge,  and  on  and  west  of  West  Vir- 
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ginia  Highway  3d  (formerly  UB.  High¬ 
way  19)  between  Gauley  Bridge  and 
Summersville,  via  Bdlva,  thence  on  and 
west  of  UB.  Highway  19  between  Sum- 
mersville,  and  the  West  Virginia-Peim- 
^Ivania  State  line  near  MaidsvUle, 
W.  Va.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Elyria  (Lorain 
County) ,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  13134  (Sub-No.  38G),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  GRANT 

TRUCBGNG,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  266,  Oak 
Hill,  Cftlio  45656.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  John  P.  McMahon,  Suite  1800,  100 
East  Broad  St.,  Columbus,  C^io  43215. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Iron  and  steel 
prodxtets,  glassware,  and  day  refractory 
products,  between  points  in  Ohio,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
West  Virginia;  (restricted  as  to  refrac¬ 
tories  against  the  transportation  of  (1) 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  (2)  lime,  lime¬ 
stone,  and  lime  and  limestone  products 
between  Washington,  Pa.,  and  points 
within  5  miles  thereof,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  dHiio  and 
West  Virginia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  'Wash¬ 
ington,  Pa.,  and  points  in  Pennsylvania 
within  5  miles  of  Washington,  Pa. 

(2)  clay  products  and  refractories 
(except  furnace  and  stone  lining  shapes 
and  plastic  brick) ,  from  Oak  Hill,  Ohio, 
and  points  within  14  miles  of  Oak  Hill, . 
to  points  in  Florida,  Georgia.  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina  and  Louisiana. 
'The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Ironton,  Ohio. 

(3)  clay  products  and  refractories 
(except  furnace  and  stone  lining  shapes 
and  plastic  brick),  from  the  plant  site 
of  the  Esso-Ramtite  Co.,  near  Siloam, 
Ky.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Iowa,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  New  Jersey, 
North  Carolina,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Texas, 
Vermont  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Ironton,  Ohio  and  Oak 
Hill,  Ohio  and  points  in  Ohio  within  14 
miles  of  Oak  Hill,  Ohio.  ' 

(4)  day  products  and  refractories, 
from  the  plantsite  of  the  Lawrence  Re¬ 
fractories  Clay  Company  in  Elizabeth 
Township,  Lawrence  County,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Iowa,  Louisiana, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  New  Jersey,  North  Carolina, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see.  Virginia  and  Wisconsin.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Ironton,  Ohio. 

(5)  iron  and  steel  articles,  from  the 
plantsite  of  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Corpo¬ 
ration,  at  Bums  Harbor,  Pmrter  County. 
Ind.,  to  points  in  Washington  County, 
Pa.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  points  in  Ohio. 

No.  MC  36616  (Sub-Nd.  4G),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant;  PAUL  A. 
HARRINGTON  AND  ALLEN  F. 
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BIEBERSTEIN,  doing  business  as  HAR¬ 
RINGTON  &  CXJMPANY,  830  Broadway, 
Stowe  Township  (McKees  Rocks,  P.O.), 

Pa.  15136.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  A.  Hanington  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Household  goods,  between  points  in 
Allegheny  County,  Pa.  and  Vandergrift, 
Pa.  and  points  within  15  miles  thereof 
and  points  in  Connecticut,  District  of 
Columbia,  Florida,  Georgia,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  North 
Carolina,  Rhode  Island,  l^uth  Carolina 
and  Vermont.  'The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Middlesex  County,  N.J.,  those  points  in 
Somerset  County,  N.J.  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  206,  and  on  and  south  of 
New  Jersey  Highway  28  and  Monmouth 
and  Ocean  Counties,  N.J. 

No.  MC  37203  (Sub-No.  lOG),  filed 
June  5,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLSTEAD 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  Drawer  878,  Second 
and  Park  Ave.,  Bartlesville,  Okla.  74003. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Thomas  P. 
Sedberry,  1102  Perry -Brooks  Bldg.,  Aus¬ 
tin,  Tex.  78701.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Household  goods,  (1)  Between  points 
in  Kansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Missouri;  (2)  between 
points  in  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  and  Texas, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Tennessee;  (3)  between  points 
in  Colorado,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Texas,  Oklahoma, 
and  Kansas;  (4)  between  points  in  Kan¬ 
sas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Illinois;  (5)  between  New 
Mexico,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Kansas;  (6)  between 
points  in  Nebraska,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Kansas;  and  (7) 
between  points  in  Kansas,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Wyo¬ 
ming.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  at  points  in 
Oklahoma  within  150  miles  of  Shawnee 
in  (1)  through  (6)  above;  and  in  (2) 
points  in  McLean  County,  Ill.;  in  (7) 
points  within  80  miles  of  Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC  47800  (Sub-No.  6G) ,  filed  June 
4,  1974.  AppUcant:  THE  SUDLER  MOV¬ 
ING  &  STORAGE  COMPANY,  a  Corpora¬ 
tion,  doing  business  as  ALLSTATES 
VAN  &  STORAGE,  2171  Druid  Park  Dr., 
Baltimore,  Md.  21211.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Theodore  Polydoroff,  1250 
Connecticut  Ave.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Household 
goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  (1) 
between  c>oints  in  Virginia,  West  Virginia 
and  the  District  of  Coliunbia,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Massachusetts,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Rhode  Island,  (2)  between  points  in  New 
Jersey,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Connecticut,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania  and  Rhode  Island,  (3)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Delaware,  on  the  one 


hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Massachusetts,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania  and  Rhode  Island,  (4)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Pennsylvania,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  o  the  other,  points  in  New 
York,  and  (5)  between  points  in  Mary¬ 
land  within  50  miles  of  Baltimore,  Md., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Massachusetts, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Virginia,  West  Virginia' 
and  the  District  of  Columbia.  The  piu:- 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  Baltimore,  Md.,  Concordville,  Pa., 
and  Norwich,  Conn. 

No.  MC  49052  (Sub-No.  7G) ,  filed  June 
4,  1974.  Applicant:  MACON  TRADING 
POST,  INC.,  doing  business  as,  TRAD¬ 
ING  POST,  103  Cherry  St.,  Macon,  Ga. 
31208.  Applicant’s  representative:  Thom¬ 
as  R.  Kingsley,  1819  H  St.  NW.,  Suite 
1030,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Mississippi, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Kentucky  and  Virginia.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  points  in  Georgia  within  25  miles  of 
Columbus,  Ga.  and  Bibb,  Monroe,  Jones, 
Jasper,  Baldwin,  Oconee,  Peach,  Lee, 
Dougherty,  Twiggs,  Bleckley,  Dodge, 
Pulaski,  Droly,  Houston,  Crawford,  Tift, 
Wilcox,  Crisp,  Ben  Hill,  and  Telfair 
Counties,  Ga. 

No.  MC  114604  (Sub-No.  29G),  filed 
October  23,  1974.  Applicant:  CAUDELL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  State  Farmers 
Market,  Bldg.  33,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  30050. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Guy  H.  Pos- 
tell.  Suite  713,  3384  Peachtree  Rd.  NE., 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Bananas,  from  New  Orleans,  La., 
Charleston,  S.C.,  Brunswick  and  Savan¬ 
nah,  Ga.,  Miami,  Jacksonville,  Port  Ever¬ 
glades  and  Tampa,  Fla.,  and  Gulfport, 
Miss.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Georgia, 
South  Carolina  and  Chattanooga,  Tenn. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  476G),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  ’TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  105  Vulcan  Rd.,  Suite  200,  P.O.  Box 
10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Roger  M.  Shaner 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat 
by-products,  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  and  dairy  products,  as 
described  in  Sections  A,  B  and  C  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766,  and  frozen  foods  and  candy,  and 
foodstuffs,  when  moving  in  mixed  loads 
with  the  foregoing  commodities  listed 
above  (except  liquid  commodities,  in 
bulk) ,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechan¬ 
ical  refrigeration,  from  Nashville,  Tenn., 
and  points  in  its  Commercial  Zone,  to 


points  in  Alabama.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Chat¬ 
tanooga,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  120737  (Sub-No.  29G),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  STAR  DELIV¬ 
ERY  &  TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  39, 
Canton,  HI.  61520.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Donald  W.  Smith,  Suite  2465,  One 
Indiana  SquEue,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Tractors  (except  truck  tractors),  from 
Chicago,  and  West  Chicago,  Ill.  and  Eau 
Claire,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Washington, 
Oregon,  California,  Nevada,  Utah,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Wyoming,  Colorado,  New 
Mexico,  'Texas,  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Ne¬ 
braska,  South  Dakota,  North  Dakota, 
Arkansas,  Mississippi,  Kentucky,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Ohio,  West  Virginia,  Maryland, 
Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  and 
Maine;  and  (2)  agricultural  implement 
parts,  tractor  parts  and  tractor  attach¬ 
ments,  from  Louisville,  Ky.,  to  points  in 
Chicago,  West  Chicago,  libertyville  and 
Melrose  Park,  m.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  at 
Louisville,  Ky.  and  Pulton  County,  HI. 

Irregular-Route  Motor  Common  Carriers  of 
Property — Elimination  of  Gateway  Letter 
Notices 

January  27,  1975. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion,  al¬ 
leviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  imder  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Gateway  Elimination  Rules  (49 
CPR  1065(a)),  and  notice  thereof  to  all 
interested  persons  is  hereby  given  as 
provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  within  10  days  from  the  date  of  this 
publication.  A  copy  must  also  be  served 
upon  applicant  or  its  representative.  Pro¬ 
tests  against  the  elimination  of  a  gate¬ 
way  will  not  operate  to  stay  commence¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC  25798  (Sub-No.  E30)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  30,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  June  27,  1974.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  CLAY  HYDER  THUCKING 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1186,  Aubumdale, 
Fla.  33823.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Tony  G.  Russell  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Citrus  products, 
not  canned  and  not  frozen,  from  points 
in  Florida  east  and  southeast  of  the 
Eastern  boimdary  of  Jefferson  County  to 
points  in  Oregon  and  points  in  Wash¬ 
ington  on  and  west  of  a  line  formed  by 
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Washington  Highway  11,  beginning  at 
the  Washington-Oregon  State  line, 
thence  al(Mig  Washington  Highway  11  to 
U.S.  Highway  12,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  12  to  Washington  Highway  240, 
thence  along  Washington  IHghway  240 
to  Washington  Highway  243,  thence 
along  Washington  Highway  243  to  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  90,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  90  to  Washington 
Highway  281,  thence  along  Washington 
Highway  281  to  Washington  Highway  28, 
thence  along  Washington  Highway  28  to 
U.S.  Highway  2,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  2  to  Interstate  Highway  5,  thence 
along  Interstate  IHghway  5  to  the 
United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line.  The  pxirpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Ray- 
mondsville,  Tex.  The  puiTiose  of  this  cor¬ 
rection  is  to  clarify  the  territorial  de¬ 
scription. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E23) ,  filed  May 
13,  1974.  AppUcant;  PARAMOUNT 

MOVERS?  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant's  representative: 

R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Nebraska.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  (1)  any  point  in  Missouri;  and  (2) 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  or  any  point  in  Nebraska 
within  100  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E26) ,  filed  May 
13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 

MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 
R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand.  and.  on 
the  other,  p^nts  in  that  part  of  Minne¬ 
sota  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  lowa-Minnesota  State  line,  thoice 
along  Interstate  Highway  35  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  14,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  14  to  junction  UB.  Highway  169, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  169  to  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  52,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  52  to  the  Minnesota-North  Da¬ 
kota  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  any  point 
in  Missouri  within  50  miles  of  Burlington. 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E27),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVE^,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 
R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  South 
Dakota  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  South  Dakota-Mlimesota  State 
line,  thence  along  n.S.  Highway  16  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  385,  thence  along 


U.S.  Highway  385  to  Hot  Springs,  Ark., 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  18  to  the 
South  Dakota-Wyomi^  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  (1)  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  or  any 
point  within  30  miles  thereof;  and  (2) 
any  point  which  is  both  within  35  miles 
of  Alden,  Minn.,  and  within  that  part  of 
Minnesota  or  Iowa  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Mississippi  River, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  16  to  jimc- 
tion  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  71  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  the  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E28),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 

R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  North  Dakota.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  (1)  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  or  any 
point  within  30  miles  thereof;  and  (2) 
any  point  which  is  both  within  35  miles 
of  Alden,  Minn.,  and  within  that,  part  of 
Minnesota  or  Iowa  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Mississippi  River, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  16  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  71,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  the  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E29),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 
R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Montana  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
91  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  2,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  2  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  89,  tiience  along  U.S.  Highway 
89  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  287,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  287  to  jvmction  U.S. 
Highway  91,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
91  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  10,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  10  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  287,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
287  to  junction  UB.  Highway  91,  thence 
alcmg  U.S.  Highway  91  to  the  Montana- 
Idaho  State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Arkansas.  ’The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  (1)  Kansas  City,  Mo.^or  any 
point  within  30  miles  thereof:  (2)  any 
point  which  is  both  within  35  miles  of 
Alden,  Minn.,  and  within  that  part  of 
Minnesota  or  Iowa  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Mississippi  River, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  16  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  71  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  the 


Mississippi  River;  and  (3)  any  point  in 
North  Dakota  within  200  miles  of  Willis- 
ton,  N.  Dak. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E30),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 

R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  hregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Wisconsin.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  any  point  in  Missouri  within 
50  miles  of  Burlington,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E31),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 

R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Arkansas  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas-Mis- 
souri  State  line,  thence  along  Arkansas 
Highway  5  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  62, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  62  to  Har¬ 
rison,  Ark.,  thence  along  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  7  to  junction  Arkansas  Highway  28, 
thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  28  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  71  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  70,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  70 
to  the  Arkansas-Oklahoma  State  line, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Michigan  on,  east, 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Mar¬ 
quette,  Mich.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
41  to  Escanaba,  Mich.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
(1)  any  point  in  Missouri  within  25  miles 
of  Cairo,  HI.;  and  (2)  Port  Wayne,  Ind., 
or  any  point  in  Indiana  within  40  miles 
thereof. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E32),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lan¬ 
caster,  Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregiilar 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods. 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  Aiicansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Indiana.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  any  point  in  Missouri  within  25 
miles  of  Cairo,  Ill. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E33),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant^r  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lan¬ 
caster,  Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods. 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  (1)  Cairo,  HI.,  or  any  point  with- 
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in  25  miles  thereof;  and  (2)  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  and  East  St.  Louis,  HI.,  or  any  point 
within  50  miles  of  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and 
East  St.  Louis,  111.,  respectively. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E34).  filed 
May  13.  1974.  Applicant;  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lan¬ 
caster,  Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transE>orting;  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Kentucky.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  any  point  in  Missouri  within 
45  miles  of  Cairo,  Ill. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E35),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant;  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lan¬ 
caster,  Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
p>oints  in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  r>oints  in  Ohio.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  any  iwint  in  Missouri  within  25  miles 
of  Cairo,  Ill. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E36).  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant;  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative; 
R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  op)erate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Arkansas  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas- 
Missouri  State  line,  thence  along  Arkan¬ 
sas  Highway  25  to  Hoxie,  Ark.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  junction  U.S. 
Highw'ay  62,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
62  to  junction  Arkansas  Highway  68, 
thence  along  Arkansas  Highw'ay  68  to 
junction  Arkansas  Highway  23,  thence 
along  Arkansas  Highway  23  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  64,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  64  to  the  Arkansas -Oklahoma 
State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Tennessee 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line,  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  69  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  70,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  70  to  junction  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  13,  thence  along  Tennessee  Highway 
13  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  40, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  40  to 
junction  Tennessee  Highway  96,  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  96  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  31,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  31  to  Columbia,  Tenn.,  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  50  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  431,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  431  to  junction  Tennessee 
Highway  130,  thence  along  Tennessee 
Highway  130  to  junction  Tennessee 
Highway  64,  thence  along  Tennessee 
Highway  64  to  junction  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  41,  thence  along  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  41  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 


64,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  64  to 
Junction  Tennessee  Highway  56,  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  56  to  the  Ten- 
nessee-Alabama  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminat€>  the  gateway 
of  any  point  in  Missomi  within  25  miles 
of  Cairo,  HI. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E37),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant;  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 

R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority, 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  pwiints 
in  that  part  of  Arkansas  on  and  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas- 
Missouri  State  line,  thence  along  Arkan¬ 
sas  Highway  25  to  Hoxie,  Ark.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  62,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
62  to  junction  Arkansas  Highway  68, 
thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  68  to 
junction  Arkansas  Highway  23,  thence 
along  Arkansas  Highway  23  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  64,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  64  to  the  Arkansas-Oklahoma 
State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Georgia  on 
and  east,  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia-Tennessee  State  line,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  75  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  411,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  411  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
41,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  75  to  the  Georgia-Florida 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  (1)  any  point 
in  Missouri  within  25  miles  of  Cairo, 
Ill.;  and  (2)  any  point  in  Tennessee. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E38),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 
R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Arkansas  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas- 
Missoiu-i  State  line,  thence  along  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  25  to  Hoxie,  Ark.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  62,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
62  to  junction  Arkansas  Highway  68, 
thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  68  to 
junction  Arkansas  Highway  23,  thence 
along  Arkansas  Highway  23  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  64,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  64  to  the  Arkansas-Oklahoma 
State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  In  that  part  of  Florida 
on  and  Q^t  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Florida-Georgia  State  line,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  75  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  129,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
129  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  27,  thence 
along  U.S.  27  to  junction  Florida  High¬ 
way  349,  thence  along  Florida  Highway 
349  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  (1)  any  point  in  Missouri  within  25 


miles  of  Cairo,  HI.;  (2)  any  point  in 
Tennessee;  and  (3)  any  point  in  Georgia. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E39),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 

R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Arkansas  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas- 
Missouri  State  line,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  55  to  Blytheville,  Ark., 
thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  18  to 
Jonesboro,  Ark.,  thence  along  Arkansas 
Highway  39  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  64, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  64  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  67,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  67  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  30,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
30  to  the  Arkansas-Texas  State  line,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Virginia.  The  purpose  of  this -filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  (1)  any 
point  in  Missouri  within  25  miles  of 
Cairo,  HI.;  (2)  any  point  in  Tennessee; 
and  (3)  any  point  in  Georgia. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E41),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative; 
R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Arkansas  on  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Mississippi  River, 
thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  198  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  61,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  61  to  junction  Arkansas 
Highway  42,  thence  along  Arkansas 
Highway  42  to  junction  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  149,  thence  along  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  149  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  70, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  70  to  junc¬ 
tion  Arkansas  Highway  261,  thence  along 
Arkansas  Highway  261  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  79,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
79  to  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  thence  along  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  15  to  El  Dorado,  Ark., 

•  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  167  to  the 
Arkansas-Louisiana  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  West  Virginia  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  50  to  the  Virginia-West  Virginia 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  (1)  any 
point  in  Missouri  within  25  miles  of  Cairo, 
HI.;  and  (2)  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  or  any 
point  in  Indiana  within  40  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E42) ,  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 
R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Pennsylvania.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate- 
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ways  of  (1)  any  point  in  Missouri  within 
25  miles  of  Cairo,  HI.;  and  (2)  Fort 
Wayne,  Ind.,'  or  any  point  in  Indiana 
within  40  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E43),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 

R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Maryland.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  (1)  any  point  in  Missouri  within 
25  miles  of  Cairo,  HI.;  and  (2)  Ft.  Wayne, 
Ind.,  or  any  point  in  Indiana  within  40 
miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No,  E44),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 

R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  New  Jersey.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  (1)  any  point  in  Missouri 
within  25  miles  of  Cairo,  HI.,  and  (2) 
Port  Wayne,  Ind.,  or  any  point  in  In¬ 
diana  within  40  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E45) ,  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 
R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  New  York.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  (1)  any  point  in  Missovuri  within 
25  miles  of  Cairo,  HI.;  and  (2)  Fort 
Wayne,  Ind.,  or  any  point  in  Indiana 
within  40  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E46),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Texas  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 
R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  the  District  of  Columbia.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  (1)  any  point  in  Missouri 
within  25  miles  of  Cairo,  Ill.,  and  (2) 
Fort  Wasme,  Ind.,  or  any  point  in  In¬ 
diana  within  40  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E47) ,  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Texas  75146.  Applicants  representative: 
R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes. 


transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Connecticut.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  (1)  any  point  in  Missouri 
within  25  miles  of  Cairo,  HI.,  and  (2) 
Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  or  any  point  in  In¬ 
diana  within  40  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E48),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Texas  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 

R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Massachusetts.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  (1)  any  point  in  Missouri 
within  25  miles  of  Cairo,  HI.,  and  (2) 
Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  or  any  point  in  Indi¬ 
ana  within  40  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E49),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Texas  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 
R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Vermont.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  (1)  any  point  in  Missouri 
within  25  miles  of  Cairo,  HI.,  (2)  Fort 
Wayne,  Ind.,  or  any  point  in  Indiana 
within  40  miles  thereof;  and  (3)  Hoosick 
Falls.  N.Y. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E50),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant;  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Texas  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 
R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  New  Hampshire. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  (1)  any  point  in  Missouri 
within  25  miles  of  Cairo,  HI.,  (2)  Fort 
Wayne,  Ind.,  or  any  point  in  Indiana 
within  40  miles  thereof;  (3)  Hoosick 
Falls,  N.Y, 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E102),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant;  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 
R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Colorado,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Tennessee,  ’Ihe  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  (1)  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  or  any 
point  within  30  miles  thereof;  and  (2) 
any  point  in  Missouri  within  25  miles  of 
Cairo,  HI. 


No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E103),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 

R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Colorado  on,  east,  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Colorado- 
Kansas  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  36  to  Boulder,  Colo.,  thence 
along  Colorado  Highway  119  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  287,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  287  to  the  Colorado-Wyoming 
State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Oklahoma 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Oklahoma-Kansas  State  line  on  U.S. 
Highway  75,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
75  to  junction  Indian  Nation  Tunmil^e, 
thence  along  the  Indian  Nation  Turnpike 
to  Hugo,  Okla.,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  271  to  the  Oklahoma-Texas  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
or  any  point  within  30  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E104),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Colorado  on,  north,  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Colorado- 
Kansas  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  36  to  Boulder,  Colo.,  thence 
along  Colorado  Highway  119  to  jvmction 
U.S.  Highway  287,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  287  to  the  Colorado-Wyoming 
State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  an  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Texas  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Okla¬ 
homa-Texas  State  line  on  U.S.  Highway 
271,  thence  south  along  U.S.  Highway 
271  to  Paris,  Tex.,  thence  along  Texas 
Highway  19  to  jimction  Texas  Highway 
154,  thence  along  Texas  Highway  154  to 
jimction  Texas  Highway  37,  thence  along 
Texsis  Highway  37  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  69,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  69  to 
Lufkin.  Tex.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
59  to  junction  Texas  Highway  146,  thence 
along  Texas  Highway  146  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  10,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  10  to  junction  Farm 
Highway  562,  thence  along  Farm  High¬ 
way  562  to  Galveston  Bay,  Tex.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  (1)  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  or  any 
point  within  30  miles  thereof;  and  (2) 
any  point  in  Okmulgee  County. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E105),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant;  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster. 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 
R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Colorado,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
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the  other,  points  in  Kentucky.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  (1)  Kansas  City.  Mo.,  or  any 
point  within  30  miles  thereof;  and  (2) 
any  point  in  Missouri  within  25  miles  of 
Cairo,  Ill. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E106),.  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant's  representative: 

R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  pwints 
in  that  part  of  Colorado  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Colorado- 
Kansas  State  line  on  U.S.  Highway  50, 
tlience  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  La 
Junta,  Colo.,  thence  along  Colorado 
Highway  10  to  Walsenburg,  Colo.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  160  to  the  Colorado- 
New  Mexico  State  line,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
Mississippi,  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Arkansa-s -Mississippi  State 
line  on  U.S.  Highway  49,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  49  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  49E,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  49E 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  82,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  82  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  51,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
51  to  junction  Mississippi  Highw'ay  17, 
thence  along  Mississippi  Highway  17  to 
junction  Mississippi  Highway  16,  thence 
along  Mississippi  Highway  16  to  junction 
Mississippi  Highway  35,  thence  along 
Mississippi  Highway  35  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  49,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
49  to  GulfpK)rt,  Miss.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
(1)  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  or  any  point  with¬ 
in  30  miles  thereof;  and  (2)  any  p>oint 
in  Missouri  within  25  miles  of  Cairo,  lU. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E107),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 
R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
*  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transix)rting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  from  points  in 
Colorado,  to  points  in  Ohio.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  (1)  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  or  any  point 
within  30  miles  thereof;  (2)  any  point 
in  Illinois  within  50  miles  of  St.  Louis, 
Mo.;  and  (3)  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  or  any 
point  in  Indiana  within  40  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  31462  (Sub-No.  E108),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  309,  Lancaster, 
Tex.  75146.  Applicant’s  representative: 
R.  L.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  that  part  of  Colorado  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Colorado- 
Kansas  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  LaJimta,  Colo.,  thence 
along  Colorado  Highway  10  to  Walsen¬ 
burg,  Colo.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 


160,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Florida.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  (1) 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  or  any  point  wdthin  30 
miles  thereof;  (2)  any  point  in  Missouri 
within  25  miles  of  Cairo,  HI.;  and  (3) 
Gulfix>rt,  Miss.,  or  any  point  within  35 
miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  35890  (Sub-No.  E5)  (COR¬ 
RECTION),  filed  May  3,  1974,  repub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  July  31, 
1974.  Applicant:  BLODGETT  FURNI¬ 
TURE  SERVICE,  INC.,  3801  Thirty- 
Sixth  St.  SE.,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  49508. 
Applicant’s  representative :  John  F.  Freel 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
oi)erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle  over  irregular  routes,  transp>ort- 
ing:  (C)  New  furniture,  imcrated,  from 
points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  to  points  in  Delaware.  The  puipose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  and  Warren 
County,  Pa.  The  purpose  of  this  partial 
correction  is  to  correct  (C)  in  the  pre¬ 
vious  publication.  The  remainder  of  the 
letter-notice  remains  as  previously  pub¬ 
lished. 

No.  MC  43283  (Sub-No.  E4) ,  filed  June 
3,  1974.  Applicant;  WASHBURN  STOR¬ 
AGE  CXJMPANY,  P.O.  Box  278,  Macon, 
Ga.  31202.  Applicant’s  representative: 

J.  Sewell  Elliott,  Suite  506,  American 
Federal  Bldg.,  Macon,  Ga.  31201.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  in  Practices  of  Motor  Com¬ 
mon  Carriers  of  Household  Goods, 
17  M.C.C.  467,  between  points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  West  Virginia  on 
and  east  of  a  line  running  from  the  Vir¬ 
ginia-West  Virginia  State  line  north 
along  U.S.  Highway  52  to  Bluefield, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  19  to  Sum- 
mersville,  thence  east  along  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  39  to  Marlington,  thence 
north  along  U.S.  Highway  219  through 
Elkins  to  the  West  Virginia-Maryland 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Georgia. 

No.  MC  43283  (Sub-No.  E5),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  WASHBURN 
STORAGE  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  278, 
Macon,  Ga.  31202.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  J.  Sewell  Elliott,  Suite  506,  Amer¬ 
ican  Federal  Bldg.,  Macon,  Ga.  31201. 
Authority  sought  to  oporate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Household 
goods,  as  defined  in  Practices  of  Motor 
Common  Carriers  of  Household  Goods, 
17  M.C.C.  467,  between  points  in  West 
Virginia,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Arkansas 
lying  on  the  east  of  a  line  running  from 
the  Oklahoma- Arkansas  State  line  along 
Interstate  Highway  40  to  Little  Rock, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  70  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  49,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  49  to  the  Arkansas-Mississippi 
State  line.  The  pntipose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Georgia. 


No.  MC  43283  (Sub-No.  E7),  filed 
Jime  3,  1974.  Applicant:  WASHBURN 
STORAGE  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  278, 
Macon,  Ga.  31202.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  J.  Sewell  Elliott,  Suite  506,  Amer¬ 
ican  Federal  Bldg.,  Macon,  Ga,  31201. 
Authority  sought  to  oporate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Household 
goods,  as  defined  in  Practices  of  Motor 
Common  Carriers  of  Household  Goods, 

17  M.C.C.  467,  between  points  in  Illi-  , 
nois,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  New  Jersey  and  points  in  New 
York  and  Peimsylvania  lying  east  of  a 
line  running  north  from  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-West  Virginia  State  line  along 
U.S.  Highway  119  to  Indiana,  Pa.,  thence 
northeast  along  Pennsylvania  Highway 
286  to  U.S.  Highway  219,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  219  to  Grampian,  Pa., 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  879 
to  Pennsylvania  Highway  144,  thence 
north  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  144 
to  Galeton,  Pa.,  thence  east  along  U.S. 
Highway  6  to  Stokesdale,  Pa.,  thence 
north  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  287 
to  Tioga,  Pa.,  thence  north  along  U.S. 
Highway  15  across  the  Pennsylvania- 
New  York  State  line  to  New  York  High¬ 
way  17,  thence  east  along  New  York 
Highway  17  to  New  York  Highway  13, 
thence  north  along  New  York  Highway 
13  through  Cortland,  N.Y.,  to  Interstate 
Highway  81,  thence  north  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  81  to  New  York  Highway 
80,  thence  nmlh  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  80  to  New  Y(wk  Highway  30A, 
thence  north  along  New  York  Highway 
30A  to  NewYork  Highway  29,  thence  east 
along  New  York  Highway  29  to  U.S, 
Highway  9,  thence  north  along  US. 

9  to  the  International  Boimdary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  United- States  and  Canada,  in¬ 
cluding  all  points  on  the  indicated  por¬ 
tions  of  the  highways  spjecified.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  pwints  in  Maryland. 

No.  MC  43283  (Sub-No.  E8),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  "WASHBURN 
STORAGE  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  278, 
Macon,  Ga.  31202.  Apjplicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  J.  Sewell  Elliott,  Suite  506, 
American  Federal  Bldg.,  Macon,  Ga. 
31201.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Household  goc^s,  as  defined  in  Prac¬ 
tices  of  Motor  Common  Carriers  of 
Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  between 
points  in  Indiana,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  New  Jersey  and 
points  in  that  part  of  New  York  and 
Pennsylvania  east  of  a  line  running  north 
from  the  Pennsylvania-West  Virginia 
State  line  along  UB.  Highway  119  to  U.S. 
Highway  30,  thence  east  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30  to  Pennsylvania  Highway  271, 
thence  east  along  Pennsylvania  Highway 
271  to  U.S.  Highway  22,  thence  east  along 
U.S.  Highway  22  to  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  45,  thence  along  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  45  to  U.S.  Highway  15,  thenCe  along 
U.S.  Highway  15  to  U.S.  Highway  220, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  220  across 
the  Pennsylvania -New  York  State  line 
to  New  York  Highway  17,  thence  east 
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along  New  York  Highway  17  to  Bing¬ 
hamton,  N.Y.,  thence  northeast  along 
New  York  Highway  7  to  U.S.  Highway 
20,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  Al¬ 
bany,  N.Y.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
4  to  New  York  Highway  2,  thence  east 
to  the  New  York-Massachusetts  State 
line,  including  points  on  the  indicated 
portions  of  the  highways  specified.  The 
piirpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  points  in  Maryland. 

Applicant:  WASHBURN  STORAGE 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  278,  Macon,  Ga. 
31202.  Applicant  representative:  J.  Se¬ 
well  Elliott,  Suite  506,  American  Federal 
Building,  Macon,  Ga.  31201.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  in  Practices  of  Motor  Common  Car¬ 
riers  of  Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467, 
between  points  in  Indiana,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
Jersey  and  points  in  that  part  of  New 
Yoit  and  Pennsylvania  east  of  a  line 
running  north  from  the  Pennsylvania- 
West  Virginia  State  line  along  U.S. 
Highway  119  to  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence 
east  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  271,  thence  east  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  271  to  U.S.  High¬ 
way  22,  thence  east  along  U.S.  Highway 
22  to  Pennsylvania  Highway  45,  thence 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  45  to  U.S. 
Highway  15,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
15  to  U.S.  Highway  220,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  220  across  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New  York  State  line  to  New  York 
Highway  17,  thence  east  along  New  York 
Highway  17  to  Binghamton,  N.Y.,  thence 
northeast  along  New  York  Highway  7  to 
U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  20  to  Albany,  N.Y.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  4  to  New  York  High¬ 
way  2,  thence  east  to  New  York-Massa¬ 
chusetts  State  line,  including  points  on 
the  indicated  portions  of  the  highways 
specified.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Maryland. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  E447),  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299  Ros¬ 
well  Rd.,  NE.,  Suite  212,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30301.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
'meat  products,  and  meat  by-products 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  pack¬ 
inghouses,  as  described  in  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  canned  goods  as  set 
forth  in  List  C  of  the  Appendix),  from 
those  pK>ints  in  Ohio  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania 
State  line  and  extending  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80  to  its  junction  with 
Interstate  Highway  76,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  76  to  its  junction 
with  Ohio  Highway  21,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  21  to  its  junction  with 
Ohio  Highway  585,  thence  along  Ohio 
Highway  585  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  36,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  36  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  62, 


thence  along  U.S.  Highway  62  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  22,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  22  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
25/42,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  25/42 
to  the  Ohlo-Kentucky  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Tifton,  Ga. 

Applicant:  PARKHILL  TRUCK  COM¬ 
PANY,  P.O.  Box  912,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801. 
Applicant’s  represen totive:  T.  M.  Tallon 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Plastic  pipe,  from  aU  points  in  the 
Continental  United  States  on  and  east  of 
a  Une  beginning  at  Corpus  Christi,  Tex., 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  37 
to  its  junction  with  Interstate  Highway 
35,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  35 
to  the  Oklahoma-Kansas  State  line, 
thence  west  along  such  State  line  to  U.S. 
Highway  281,  thence  north  along  U.S. 
Highway  281  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  20,  thence  east  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20  to  Chicago,  HI.,  except  points 
within  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan, 
to  points  in  California.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
McPherson,  Kans.,  and  Waco,  Tex. 

Applicant:  PARKHILL  TRUCK  COM¬ 
PANY,  P.O.  Box  912,  JopUn,  Mo.  64801. 
Applicant’s  representative:  T.  M.  Tallon 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Iron  and  steel  articles,  from  Corpus 
Christi,  Galveston,  and  Houston,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  Mississippi.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Bay- 
town,  Tex. 

No.  MC  106497  (Sub-No.  Ell),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  PARKHILL 
TRUCK  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  912,  Jop¬ 
lin,  Mo.  64801.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  T.  M.  Tallon  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Transformers, 
which  because  of  their  size  or  weight 
requires  the  use  of  special  equipment, 
from  points  in  Louisiana  to  points  in 
Alaska,  Arizona,  California,  Idaho,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada, 
North  Dakota,  Oregon,  Utah,  Washing¬ 
ton,  and  Wisconsin.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plant  site  of  the  General  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  at  Shreveport,  La. 

No.  MC  106497  (Sub-No.  E13),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  PARKHILL 
TRUCK  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  912,  Jop¬ 
lin,  Mo.  64801.  AppUcant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  T.  M.  Tallon  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Transformers, 
which  because  of  their  size  or  weight  re¬ 
quires  the  use  of  special  equipment,  from 
points  in  Texas  north  of  a  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  80  from  the 
United  States-Mexico  International 
Boundary  line  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  67,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
67  to  the  Arkansas-Texas  State  line, 
and  from  points  in  Colorado,  Kansas, 
New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Wash¬ 


ington,  and  Wyoming,  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Alabama,  Georgia,  and  Florida 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Louisiana-MissiBsippi  State  line,  extend¬ 
ing  along  Interstate  Highway  20  to  its 
jimction  with  U.S.  Highway  80,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  its  Junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  280,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  280  to  its  jimction  with 
Georgia  Highway  26,  thence  along 
Georgia  Highway  26  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  341,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  341  to  its  jimction  with  U.S. 
Highway  280,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  280  to  its  junction  with  Interstate 
Highway  16,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  16  to  Savannah,  Ga.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  State  of  Wyoming  and 
the  plant  site  of  the  General  Electric 
Company  at  Shreveport,  La. 

No.  MC  106497  (Sub-No.  E15),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  PARKHILL 
TRUCK  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  912,  Jop¬ 
lin,  Mo.  64801.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  T.  M.  Tallon  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate, as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Transformers,  the 
transportation  of  which  because  of  size 
or  weight  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  from  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  to 
points  in  Florida  on  and  south  of  a  line 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  4 
from  Daytona  Beach  to  its  junction  with 
Florida  Highway  60,  thence  along  Flor¬ 
ida  Highway  60  to  Clearwater,  to  points 
in  Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  and  South 
Dakota  on  and  west  of  U(6.  Highway  83, 
and  to  points  in  Arizona,  California, 
Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Utah, 
and  Washington.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plant  site  of  the  General  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  at  Shreveport,  La. 

No.  MC  106920  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RIGGS  FOOD 
EXPRESS,  me.,  P.O.  Box  26,  New  Brem¬ 
en,  Ohio  45869.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLach- 
len  Bank  Bldg.,  666  11th  St.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Milk,  cream,  and  buttermilk  (except 
concentrated  whole  milk  and  concen¬ 
trated  skim  milk),  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  points  in  Wisconsin  to  points 
in  Alabama  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Alabama-Tennessee  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  65  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  11,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  11  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  82,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  82  to 
junction  Alabama  Highway  219,  thence 
along  Alabama  Highway  219  to  junction 
Alabama  Highway  14,  thence  along  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  14  to  junction  Alabama 
Highway  22,  thence  along  Alabama  High¬ 
way  22  to  junction  Alabama  Highway  5, 
thence  along  Alabama  Highway  5  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  84,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  84  to  junction  Alabama 
Highway  21,  thence  along  Alabama  High¬ 
way  21  to  the  Alabama-Florida  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  Darke,  Mercec. 
and  Auglaize  Counties. 
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No.  MC  106920  (Sub-No.  E3).  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RICSGS  FOOD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  26,  New 
Bremeii,  Ohio  45869.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  Mc- 
Lachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666  11th  St.  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20001.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from  Elmira, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  Wisconsin  on  and  west 
of  a  Ime  beginning  at  the  Michigan -Wis¬ 
consin  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  45  to  junction  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  17,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway 
17  to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway  51, 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  51  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  151,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  151  to  junction  U.S.  High- 
w’ay  14,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  14  to 
junction  of  Wisconsin  Highway  104, 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  104  to 
the  Wisconsin-Illinois  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Wellston,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  10C920  (Sub-No.  E4) ,  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RIGGS  FOOD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  26,  New 
Bremen,  Ohio  45869.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  Mc- 
Lachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666  11th  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Milk,  cream,  and  butter¬ 
milk  (except  concentrated  whole  milk 
and  concentrated  skim  milk) ,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Minne¬ 
sota  to  ix>mta  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire, 
and  Vermont.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Darke, 
Mercer  and  Auglaize  Counties,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  106920  (Sub-No.  E5),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant;  RIGGS  FXX)D 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  26,  New  Bre¬ 
men,  Ohio  45869.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLach- 
len  Bank  Bldg.,  666  11th  St.,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Sweet  cream  and  milk,  processed  or 
unprocessed,  from  points  in  Missouri  to 
points  in  Indiana  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Michigan-Indiana  State 
line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  69  to  jimction  Indiana  High¬ 
way  3,  thence  along  Indiana  High¬ 
way  3  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  40, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  the  In- 
diana-Ohio  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Darke,  Mercer,  and  Auglaize  Counties, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  106920  (Sub-No.  E6),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant;  RIGGS  FOOD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  26,  New  Bre¬ 
men,  Oliio  45869.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLach- 
len  Bank  Bldg.,  666  11th  St.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20001,  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Frozen  dairy  products  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  from  Elmira,  N.Y.,  to 
pcints  in  Tennessee  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Tennessee-Kentucky 


State  hue  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway '  25E  to  junction  Tennessee 
Highway  33,  thence  along  Tennessee 
Highway  33  to  junction  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  61,  thence  along  Tennessee  Highway 
61  to  junction  U.  S.  Highway  411,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  411  to  the  'Tennes- 
see-Georgia  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Darke,  Mercer,  and  Auglaize  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  106920  (Sub-No.  E9),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant;  RIGGS  FOOD 
EXPRESS,  me.,  P.O.  Box  26.  New  Bre¬ 
men,  Ohio  45869.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen 
Bank  Bldg.,  666  11th  St.  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  dairy  products,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  from  Elmira,  N.Y.,  to  points 
in  Arkansas.  The  pmpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Darke,  Mer¬ 
cer,  and  Auglaize  Counties,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  106920  (Sub-No.  ElO).  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RIGGS  POOD 
EXPRESS,  me..  P.O.  Box  26,  New  Bre¬ 
men,  Ohio  45869.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen 
Bank  Bldg.,  666  11th  St.  NW..  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  dairy  products,  from  Elmira,  N.Y., 
to  points  in  Texas.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Darke,  Mercer,  and  Auglaize  Counties, 
.Ohio. 

No.  MC  106920  (Sub-No.  Ell),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant;  RIGGS  FOOD 
EXPRESS,  me.,  P.O.  Box  26,  New  Bre¬ 
men,  Ohio  45869.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen 
Bank  Bldg.,  666  11th  St.  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Milk,  cream,  and  buttermilk  (except  con¬ 
centrated  whole  milk  and  concentrated 
skim  milk),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Wisconsin  to  points  in 
Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina.  West  Virginia  (except  points  on  and 
nor^  of  UB.  Highway  50) ,  Virginia,  New 
Jersey,  Delaw’are,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Darke,  Mercer,  and  Auglaize 
Counties,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  106920  (Sub-No.  E12),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant;  RIGGS  POOD 
EXPRESS,  me.,  P.O.  Box  26,  New 
Bremen,  Ohio  45869.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  Mc¬ 
Lachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666  11th  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C,  20001.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Milk,  cream,  and  butter¬ 
milk  (except  concentrated  whole  milk 
and  concentrated  skim  milk) ,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Wisconsin 
to  points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  and 
Vermont.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 


eliminate  the  gateways  of  Darke,  Mercer, 
and  Auglaize  Counties.  Ohio. 

No.  MC  106920  (Sub-No.  E14),  filed 
June  4.  1974.  Applicant:  RIGGS  POOD 
EXPRESS,  me.,  P.O.  Box  26.  New  Bre¬ 
men,  Ohio  45869.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen 
Bank  Bldg.,  666  11th  St.  NW..  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20001.  Authority  soiight  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting ; 
Dairy  products  imder  B  in  the  appendix 
to  the  report  in  Modification  of  Permits 
of  Motor  Contract  Carriers  of  Packing- 
Ilouse  Products.  46  M.C.C.  23,  from  El¬ 
mira,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Kentucky  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky-Ohio 
State  line  and  extending  along  Kentucky 
Highway  11  to  junction  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  32,  thence  along  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  32  to  junction  Kentucky  Highway 
7,  thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  7  to 
junction  U.S.  Highw^ay  119,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  119  to  junction  U.S,  Hl^- 
w'ay  25E,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
25E  to  the  Kentucky -Tennessee  State 
line,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Missouri-Kentucky  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  42,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  42  to  the  Ohio-Kentucky  State 
line.  ’The  piurpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateways  of  Darke,  Mercer,  and 
Auglaize  Counties,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  106920  (Sub-No.  E15),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  RICKSS  POOD 
EXPRESS,  me.,  P.O.  Box  26,  New 
Bremen,  Ohio  45869.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  Mc¬ 
Lachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666  11th  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  dairy  products  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  frean  Elmira, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  Georgia  beginning  at 
the  Georgia-Tennessee  State  line  and 
extending  along  UB.  Highway  19  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  23,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  23  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  75.  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  75  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  41 
at  Perry,  Ga.,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41  to  junction  Georgia  Highway  33, 
thence  along  Georgia  Highway  33  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  319,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  319  to  the  Georgia-Flor- 
ida  State  line.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  elminate  the  gateways  of  Darke, 
Mercer,  and  Auglaize  Counties,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  106920  (Sub-No.  E17),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant;  RIGGS  POOD 
EXPRESS,  me.,  P.O.  Box  26,  New 
Bremen,  Ohio  45869.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  Mc¬ 
Lachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666  11th  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C,  20001,  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  dairy  products. 
from  Elmira,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Missis¬ 
sippi.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Darke,  Mercer, 
and  Auglaize  Counties,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E223)  (cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  12,  1974,  republished 
in  the  Federal  Register  September  23, 
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1974.  AppUcant:  REFRIGERATED 
POOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Summer  St., 
Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
meats,  meat  products,  and  edible  meat 
by-products,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  from  Sandusky,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
that  part  of  Connecticut  on,  east,  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Con- 
necticut-Massachusetts  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  7  to  jimc- 
tion  Connecticut  Highway  63,  thence 
along  Connecticut  Highway  63  to  junc¬ 
tion  Connecticut  Highway  4,  thence 
along  Connecticut  Highway  4  to  junction 
Connecticut  Highway  25,  thence  along 
Connecticut  Highway  25  to  jimctlon 
U.S.  Highway  44,  thence  al(mg  U.S. 
Highway  44  to  junction  U.S.  Alternate 
Highway  44,  thence  along  U.S.  Alternate 
Highway  44  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6, 
thence  ^ong  U.S.  Highway  6  to  junction 
Connecticut  Highway  87,  thence  alcmg 
Connecticut  Highway  87  to  junction 
Coimecticut  Highway  2,  thence  along 
Connecticut  Highway  2  to  the  Connecti- 
cut-Rhode  Island  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Detroit,  Mich,  (via  Canada) . 
The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to 
clarify  the  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  113495  (Sub-No.  E31)  (correc¬ 
tion)  filed  June  3,  1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  November  4,  1974.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  GREGORY  HEAVY  HAULER, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  60628,  Nashville, 
Tenn.  37206.  Applicant’s  representative: 
E.  T.  Gregory  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (l)(a)  Trucfcs  designed  for 
off-highway  use,  each  weighing  15,000 
pounds  or  more,  which  may  be  included 
in  heavy  machinery  and  construction 
equipment,  in  initial  movements  in 
truckaway  service:  (b)  related  parts  for 
the  above-specified  commodities,  moving 
in  connection  therewith,  from  Decatur, 
Morton,  and  Joliet,  Bl.,  to  points  in 
Adair,  Allen,  Barren,  Clinton,  Cumber¬ 
land,  Knox,  McCreary,  Metcalfe,  Monroe, 
Pulaski,  Russell,  Wayne,  and  Whitney 
Counties,  Ken.,  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  commodities  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  stringing  or  picking  up 
of  pipeline  materials  or  equipment,  and 
restricted  to  commodities  which  are 
transported  on  trailers;  (2)  Trucks  de¬ 
signed  for  off-highway  use,  which  may  ^ 
included  in  heavy  machinery  and  con¬ 
struction  equipment,  the  transportation 
of  which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  re¬ 
quires  the  use  of  special  equipment,  in 
initial  movements,  in  truckaway  service 
(excluding  any  transportation  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  stringing  or  picking  up  of 
pipepline  materials  or  equipment) ,  from 
Decatur,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Adair,  AUen, 
Barren,  Clinton,  Cumberland,  Knox, 
McCreary,  Metcalfe,  Monroe,  Pulaski, 
Russell,  Wayne,  and  Whitney  Covmties, 
Ky.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee.  The  purpose  of  this  correction  is 


to  correct  the  origin  and  destination 
points. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E160)  (cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  30, 1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  January  8,  1975. 
Applicant:  INTERNATIONAL  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  2450  Marion  Rd.  SE., 
Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Michael  E.  Miller,  502  First 
National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 
58102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Road 
construction  equipment,  as  described  in 
Appendix  vni  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61 
M.C.C.  209  (except  commodities  which 
because  of  size  or  weight,  require  the  use 
of  special  handling) ,  in  fiat  bed  trailers 
only,  between  ports  of  entry  on  the 
United  States-Canada  ,  International 
Boundary  line  at  or  near  Sweetgrass, 
Mont.,  and  Portal,  N.  Dak.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Arkansas,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Alabama,  Georgia,  Florida, 
South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Kentucky,  Virginia,  Indiana  (ex¬ 
cept  points  in  Hammond,  Whiting,  East 
Chicago,  and  Gary),  Michigan  (except 
Battle  Creek  and  Benton  Harbor) ,  Dela¬ 
ware,  New  York,  Vermont,  Maine,  New 
Hampshire,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut, 
and  Rhode  Island;  and  (2)  Road  con¬ 
struction  machinery,  between  ports  of 
entry  on  the  United  States-Canada  In¬ 
ternational  Boundary  line  at  or  near 
Sweetgrass,  Mont.,  and  Portal,  N.  Dak., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Arkansas,  Mississippi,  Alabama,  Georgia, 
Florida,  South  Carolina,  North  Caro¬ 
line,  Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Virginia,  In¬ 
diana,  Michigan,  Delaware,  New  York, 
Vermont,  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Connecticut  and  Rhode  Is¬ 
land  restricted  in  (1)  and  (2)  to  trans¬ 
portation  of  shipments  in  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin  within  15  miles  of  the  Minneap- 
olis-St.  Paul  commercial  zone.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  correction  is  to  clarify  the 
authority  sought. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E462),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WARREN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Agricul¬ 
tural  machinery,  agricultural  implements 
and  parts  thereof  from  a  point  in  that 
part  of  Kansas  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Nebraska -Kansas  State 
line,  thence  along  Kansas  Highway  63  to 
junction  Kansas  Highway  9,  thence  along 
Kansas  Highway  9  to  junction  Kansas 
Highway  99,  thence  along  Kansas  High¬ 
way  99  to  junction  Kansas  Highway  13, 
thence  along  Kansas  Highway  13  to  jtmc- 
tion  U.S.  Highway  24,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  24  to  junction  Kansas  Highway 
177,  thence  along  Kansas  Highway  177  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  70,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  70  to  junction 
Kansas  Highway  15,  thence  along  Kansas 


Highway  15  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  35W,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  35W  to  jimction  Kansas  Highway  2, 
thence  along  Kansas  Highway  2  to  junc¬ 
tion  Elansas  Highway  8,  thence  along 
Kansas  Highway  8  to  the  Kansas-Okla- 
homa  State  line  to  points  in  that  part  of 
Indiana  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Indiana-IUinois  State  line,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  74  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  70,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  70  to  the  Indiana-Ohio 
State  line,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized,  restricted  against  move¬ 
ment  to  oil  field  locations.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Beatrice,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E470),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  AppUcant:  WARREN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Kenneth  R.  NelsMi  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Farm 
machinery  and  parts  thereof,  from  points 
in  that  part  of  Minnesota  on  and  west 
of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  lowa-Min- 
nesota  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  65,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  16, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  16  to  junction 
Minnesota  Highway  15,  thence  along 
Minnesota  Highway  15  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  10,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
10  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  59,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  junction  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  175,  thence  along  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  175  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  75,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
75  to  tiie  Mlnnesota-Canada  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Indiana  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Illinois-Indiana  State 
line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  the 
Ulinois-Ohio  State  Une.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
Fort  Dodge,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E471),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  AppUcant:  WARREN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Tractors, 
from  points  in  that  part  of  Iowa  on  and 
northeast  of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  Min- 
nesota-Iowa  State  Une,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  65  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction 
Iowa  Highway  214,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  214  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 
175,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  175  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  14,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  14  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
the  lowa-Blinois  State  line  to  points  in 
Texas,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Waterloo, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E472),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  AppUcant:  WARREN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
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Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Tractors, 
from  points  in  that  part  of  Iowa  on  and 
north-east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Minnesota-Iowa  State  line,  thence  {dong 
U.S.  Highway  69  to  jxmction  Interstate 
Highway  80,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  80  to  the  lowa-IUinois  State 
line  to  points  in  that  part  of  Texsis  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Louisiana-Texas  State  line  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  90  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  290,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  290 
to  junction  Texas  Highway  71,  thence 
along  Texas  Highway  71  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  87,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
87  to  jvmction  U.S.  Highway  83,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  83  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  53,  thence  along  Texas  High¬ 
way  53  to  junction  Texas  Highway  70, 
thence  along  Texas  Highway  70  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  84,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  84  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  82, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  82  to  the 
Texas-New  Mexico  State  line,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re¬ 
turn  except  as  otherwise  authorized.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Waterloo,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E473),  filed 
Jime  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WARREN 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same 
{is  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
8is  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Farm 
machinery  and  parts  thereof,  (except  the 
transportation  of  commodities  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight,  requires  the 
use  of  special  equipment  or  special  han¬ 
dling)  ,  from  points  in  that  p{irt  of  Iowa 
on  the  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Illinois  Iowa  State  line,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  80  to  the  Iowa  Ne- 
breiska  State  Une,  thence  along  the  Iowa 
Nebr{iska  State  line  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  275,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
275  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  34,  thence 
{dong  U.S.  Highway  34  to  jimction  Iowa 
Highway  25,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway 
25  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  2,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  2  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  169,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
169  to  the  Iowa  Missouri  State  line  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Nebraska  on  and 
north  of  a  line  ^ginning  at  the  Nebraska 
Kansas  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  34  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
80  to  the  Nebraska  Iowa  State  line  and 
points  in  Wyoming  and  South  Dakota 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
those  commodities  described  in  Mercer 
Extension  Oil  Field  Commodities,  74, 
M.C.C.  459.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Omah{i, 
Nebr.,  and  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E474),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  AppUcant:  WARREN 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same  {is 


above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  {is  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Agricul¬ 
tural  machinery  and  implements,  other 
than  hand,  {is  described  in  Section  Kb) 
of  Appendix  xn  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209,  and  parts  therefor,  when 
their  transportation  is  incidental  to  the 
transportation  of  the  machinery  and  im¬ 
plements:  and  tractors  and  tractor  en¬ 
gines  (not  including  tractors  with  vehicle 
beds,  bed  fr{imes,  or  fifth  wheels)  and 
parts  and  attachments  therefor  when 
their  transportation  is  incidental  to  the 
transportation  of  traetors,  from  points  in 
that  part  of  Minnesota  State  line,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  169  to  junction  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  30,  thence  along  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  30  to  junction  Minne¬ 
sota  Highway  15,  thence  along  Minne¬ 
sota  Highway  15  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  212,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  212 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  71  to  the  Minnesota 
Canada  International  Boundary  line  to 
points  in  Tex{is  and  New  Mexico,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re¬ 
turn  except  as  otherwise  authorized.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Waterloo,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E475),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WARREN 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420,  Wa¬ 
terloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Self-pro¬ 
pelled  tractors,  road  making  machinery 
and  contractors  equipment  and  supplies, 
from  points  in  that  part  of  Minnesota  on 
and  southwest  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
South  Dakota-Minnesota  State  line, 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  19  to 
Junction  Minnesota  Highway  67,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  67  to  junction 
Minnesota  Highway  68,  thence  along 
Minnesota  Highway  68  to  jimction  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  4,  thence  along  Minne¬ 
sota  Highway  4  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  14,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  14 
to  junction  Minnesota  Highway  15, 
thence  {dong  Minnesota  Highway  15  to 
the  Minnesota-Iowa  State  line  and  to 
points  in  New  York  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  compensation  except  {is  other¬ 
wise  authorized.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plant  site  of  the  Stinar  Corporation  at 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E478),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WARREN 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  loi^a  50704.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Buildings, 
storage  bins,  grain  driers,  and  corn  cribs, 
knocked  down  or  in  sections,  and,  when 
shipped  with  said  commodities,  compo¬ 
nent  parts,  materials,  supplies,  fixtures 
and  accessories  used  in  their  construction 
and  erection,  ventilators,  and  irrigation 
well  casing,  the  transportation  of  which. 


because  of  size  or  weight,  requires  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  from  points  in  that  part 
of  Nebraska  on  and  northe{ist  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Wyoming-Nebr{iska 
State  line,  thence  along  U.  S.  Highway  30 
to  junction  Nebr{iska  Highway  21,  thence 
along  Nebraska  Highway  21  to  junction 
Nebraska  Highway  70,  thence  along 
Nebraska  Highway  70  to  junction  Nebras¬ 
ka  Highway  22,  thence  along  Nebr{iska 
Highway  22  to  junction  U.  S.  Highway  81, 
thence  along  U.  S.  Highway  81  to  the 
Nebraska-South  Dakota  State  line  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Iowa  on  and  south¬ 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Nebitiska- 
lowa  State  line,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  80  to  the  lowa-Illinois  State  line 
and  to  points  in  Missouri,  with  no  trans¬ 
portation  for  compensation  on  return  ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  authorized.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Columbus,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E480).  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WARREN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420,  Wa¬ 
terloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Self-pro¬ 
pelled  agricultural  and  industrial  imple¬ 
ments  and  parts  and  attachments,  from 
Glencoe,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  Oregon,  California,  Nev{wia,  Ari¬ 
zona,  Utah,  Idaho,  Wyoming,  and 
Montana,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  shipments  originating  at  the 
above  named  origin.  ’The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E481),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WARREN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420,  Wa¬ 
terloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Farm 
machinery  and  parts  thereof,  between 
points  in  that  part  of  Iowa  on  and  north¬ 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Minne¬ 
sota-Iowa  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  169  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  80,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  80  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  the 
lowa-Missouri  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  Kansas  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Missouri-Kansas  State 
line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  54  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  75,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  75  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  77,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  77  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  56,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  56  to 
the  Kans{is-Oklahoma  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  and  Mar¬ 
tin  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E482),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WARREN 
(TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420,  Wa- 
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terloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Farm  ma¬ 
chinery  and  parts  thereof,  from  points 
in  Illinois  to  pK)lnts  in  South  Dakota. 
The  purpxjse  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E483),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WARREN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420,  Wa¬ 
terloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  R.  li.  Rork  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  op)erate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transpKjrting:  Farm  machinery 
and  parts  thereof,  from  points  in  that 
part  of  Kansas  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Nebraska-Kansas  State 
line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  77  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  24,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  24  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  75,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  75 
to  junction  Kansas  Highway  31,  thence 
along  Kansas  Highway  31  to  jvmction 
U.S.  Highway  59,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  59  to  the  Kansas -Oklahoma 
State  line  to  points  in  that  part  of  Wis¬ 
consin  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Minnesota-Wisconsin  State  line, 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  25  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  10,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  10  to  junction  Wisconsin 
Highway  13,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  13  to  junction  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  54,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway 
54  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  10,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  10  to  jimction  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  13,  thence  along  Wis¬ 
consin*  Highway  13  to  junction  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Highway  54,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  54  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  10, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  10  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  41,  thfence  along  U.S. 
Highway  41  to  junction  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  23,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway 
23  to  Sheboygan,  Wis.,  with  no  trans¬ 
portation  for  comp>ensation  on  return 
except  as  otherwise  authorized,  restricted 
against  movement  to  oil  field  locations. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Beatrice,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E484),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WARREN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420,  Wa¬ 
terloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative  Kenneth  R  Nelson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  Farm  ma¬ 
chinery  and  parts  thereof,  from  points  in 
that  part  of  Kansas  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Nebraska-Kansas 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
183  to  junction  UB.  Highway  24,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  283,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
.  283  to  junction  Kansas  Highway  96, 

I  thence  along  Kansas  Highway  96  to  junc- 

i  tion  UB.  Highway  83,  thence  along  U.S. 
E  Highway  83  to  jimction  UB.  Highway  50, 

thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  the 
i  Kansas-Colorado  State  line  to  points  in 


as  otherwise  authorized  restricted 
against  movements  to  oil  field  locations. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Beatrice,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E485),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WARREN 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Ap>plicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Farm 
machinery  and  parts  thereof,  from  points 
in  that  part  of  Kansas  on  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Nebraska-Kansas 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  77 
to  junction  Kansas  Highway  24,  thence 
along  Kansas  Highway  24  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  35,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  35  to  the  Kansas-Okla- 
homa  State  line  to  points  in  Wisconsin 
restricted  against  movement  to  oil  field 
locations.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Beatrice,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E486),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WARREN 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Road 
building  equipment  (except  commodi¬ 
ties,  which  because  of  size  or  weight, 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment 
and  except  commodities  described  in 
Mercer  Extension-Oil  Field  Commodi¬ 
ties,  74  M.C.C.  459),  from  points  in 
that  part  of  Kansas  on  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Nebraska- 
Kansas  State  line,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  75  to  the  Kansas-Oklahoma 
State  line  to  points  in  that  part  of  Ar¬ 
kansas  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Oklahoma-Arkansas  State  line, 
thence  long  Interstate  Highway  40  to 
junction  Arkansas  Highway  130,  thence 
along  Arkansas  Highway  130  to  junction 
Arkansas  Highway  1,  thence  along  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  1  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  49,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  49 
to  the  Arkansas-Mississippi  State  line, 
and  to  points  in  that  part  of  Mississippi 
on  and  south  of  a  line  begirming  at  the 
Arkansas-Mississippi  State  line,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  49  to  junction  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Highway  6,  thence  along  Missis¬ 
sippi  Highway  6  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  78,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  78 
to  the  Mississippi-Alabama  State  line, 
and  to  points  in  that  part  of  Alabama  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Mississippi-Alabama  State  line,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  78  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  43,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
43  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  72,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  72  to  junction  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  35,  thence  along  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  35  to  junction  Alabama 
Highway  20,  thence  along  Alabama  High¬ 
way  20  to  the  Alabama-Georgia  State 
line,  and  to  points  in  that  part  of  Georgia 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 


Georgia  Highway  369  to  junction  Geor¬ 
gia  Highway  52,  thence  along  Georgia 
Highway  52  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  85,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
85  to  the  Georgia-South  Carolina  State 
line,  and  to  points  in  that  part  of  South 
Carolina  on  and  south  of  a  line  be^- 
ning  at  the  Georgia-South  Carolina 
State  line,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  85  to  the  South  Carolina-North 
Carolina  State  line,  and  to  points  in  that 
part  of  North  Caorlina  on  and  soutJi  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  South  Carolina- 
North  Carolina  State  line,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  85  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  52,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
52  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  158,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  158  to  junction 
North  Carolina  Highway  62,  thence 
along  North  Carolina  Highway  62  to  the 
North  CJarolina-Virginia  State  line,  and 
to  points  in  Louisiana  and  Florida.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Claremore,  Okla. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E487),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WARREN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Farm 
tractor  show  displays  and  experimental 
farm  tractors,  between  points  in  the  Up¬ 
per  Peninsula  of  Michigan,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  Iowa  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Illinois -Iowa  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  52,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  52  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  3, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  3  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  218,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  218  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 
14,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  14  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  3,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  3  to  jimction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  4,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  4  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  7,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  7  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  71 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  20  to  the  Iowa-South 
Dakota  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  ehminate  the  gateway  of 
Waterloo,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E488),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WARREN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420,  Wa¬ 
terloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Farm 
machinery  and  parts  thereof,  from 
points  in  Illinois  and  points  in  that  part 
of  Iowa  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Missouri-Iowa  State  Une,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  169  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  69,  thence  along  U.S.  H^hway  69 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  junction  U.S. 


Alabama-Georgia'  State*  line,  thence  Highway  65,  thence  along  U.S.  Hlgh- 
Ulinois,  Indiana,  Ohio,  and  Michigan,  along  Georgia  Highway  20  to  junction  way  65  to  the  lowa-Mlnnesota  State 
with  no  transportation  on  return  except  Georgia  Highway  369,  thence  along  line  to  points  in  that  part  of  Montana 
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on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Montana-Canada  International  Bovind- 
ary  line,  thence  along  Montana  High- 
w’ay  242  to  junction  U  S.  Highway  191, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  191  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  87,  thence  along  U.S. 
Higjiway  87  to  the  Montana-Wyoming 
State  line,  and  to  points  in  that  part  of 
Wyoming  on  and  west  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Montana-Wyoming 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  87 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  26,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  26  to  the  Wyoming- 
Nebraska  State  line,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  plant  sites,  warehouses  sites,  and 
exp>erimental  farms  of  Deere  and  Com¬ 
pany.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gatew'ay  of  Des  Moines, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E489),  filed 
June  4,  1974:  Applicant:  WARREN 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420,  Wa¬ 
terloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregxilar  routes,  transporting;  Self-pro¬ 
pelled  sweepers,  from  points  in  that  part 
of  Minnesota  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Wisconsin-Minnesota  State 
line,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  94 
to  junction  Minnesota  Highway  3,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  3  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  52,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  52  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63. 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  jimction 
Interstate  Highway  90,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  90  *to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  218,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
218  to  the  Minnesota-Iowa  State  line, 
thence  along  the  Minnesota-Iowa  State 
line  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  69,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  69  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  16,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
16  to  junction  Minnesota  Highway  109, 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  109  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  169,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  169  tot  junction  Interstate 
Highway  494,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  494  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  694,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  694  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
12,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  the 
Minnesota-Wisconsin  State  line,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
retvirn  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E491).  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WARREN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  repre- 
senative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Self- 
propelled  rollers,  from  points  in  that  part 
of  Minnesota  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Wisconsin-Minnesota  State 
line,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  94 
to  junction  Minnesota  Highway  3,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  3  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  52,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  52  to  junction  UB.  Highway  63, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  90,  thence  along  In- 
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terstate  Highway  90  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  218,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
218  to  the  Minnesota-Iowa  State  line, 
thence  along  the  Minnesota-Iowa  State 
line  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  69,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  69  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  16,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
16  to  junction  Minnesota  Highway  109, 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  109  to 
junction  Minnesota  Highway  22,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  22  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  169,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  169  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  494  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
494  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  694, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  694  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  12,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  12  to  the  Minnesota-Wis¬ 
consin  State  line,  to  points  in  Connecticut 
and  Massachusetts,  with  no  compensa¬ 
tion  for  transportation  on  return  except 
as  otherwise  authorized.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E493),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WARREN 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Farm 
machinery  and  parts  thereof,  from  points 
in  that  part  of  Iowa  on  and  north  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Minnesota- 
Iowa  State  line,  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  4  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  9,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  9  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  169,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
169  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  the  lowa-Dli- 
nois  State  line  to  pioints  in  that  part  of 
Missouri  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  lowa-Missouri  State  line,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  169  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  71,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
71  to  the  Missouri-Arkansas  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E494),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant;  WARREN 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Farm 
machinery  and,  parts  thereof,  between 
points  in  that  part  of  South  Dakota  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Minnesota-Iowa  State  line,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  12  to  junction  South  Da¬ 
kota  Highway  37,  thence  along  South 
Dakota  Highway  37  to  junction  South 
Dakota  Highway  28,  thence  along  South 
Dakota  Highway  28  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  281,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  281  to  junction  U.S,  Highway  14, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  14  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  16,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  16  to  the  South  Dakota-Wyo- 
ming  State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  Minne¬ 
sota  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  South  Dakota-Minnesota  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  94,  thence  along  In¬ 


terstate  Highway  94  to  the  Minnesota- 
Wisconsin  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Nassau,  Minn.,  and  points  in  Minnesota 
within  25  miles  of  Nassau,  Minn. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E495),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WARREN 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transpiorting:  Farm 
machinery  and  parts  thereof  (except 
commodities  the  transpiortation  of  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight,  requires  the  use 
of  special  equipment  or  special  handling 
and  except  the  transportation  of  those 
commodities  described  in  Mercer  Exten¬ 
sion-Oil  Field  Commodities,  74  M.C.C. 
459),  between  pioints  in  that  part  of 
Wyoming  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Colorado-Wyoming  State  line, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  25  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction  Wyoming 
Highway  789,  thence  along  Wyoming 
Highway  789  to  junction  Wyoming  High¬ 
way  131,  thence  along  Wyoming  High¬ 
way  131  to  junction  Wyoming  Highway 
28,  thence  along  Wyoming  Highway  28 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  187,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  187  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  30,  thence  along  U.S.  pighway 
30  to  junction  Wyoming  Highway  89, 
thence  along  Wyoming  Highway  89  to 
the  Wyoming-Utah  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  to  points  in 
North  Dakota  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Minnesota-North  Dakota 
State  line,  thence  along  North  Dakota 
Highway  34  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  81, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  81  to  junction 
North  Dakota  Highway  46,  thence  along 
North  Dakota  Highway  46  to  junction 
North  Dakota  Highway  18,  thence  along 
North  Dakota  Highway  18  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  2,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  2  to  junction  North  Dakota  Highway 
32,  thence  along  North  Dakota  Highway 
32  to  the  North  Dakota-Canada  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Nassau,  Mirm.,  and  Milbank,  S.  Dak. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E496).  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant;  WARREN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O,  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Farm 
machinery  and  parts  thereof,  from 
points  in  that  part  of  Iowa  on  and  north 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Min¬ 
nesota-Iowa  State  line,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  69  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  169,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  169  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  7,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway 
7  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  3,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  3  to  the  South  Da- 
kota-Iowa  State  line  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Fort  Dodge, 
Iowa. 
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No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E497),  ffled 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WARREN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420,  Wa¬ 
terloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Farm 
machinery  and  parts  thereof  (except 
commodities  the  transportation  of  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight,  requires  the 
use  of  special  equipment  or  special  han¬ 
dling  and  except  the  transportation  of 
those  commodities  described  in  Mercer 
Extension-Oil  Field  Commodities,  74 


M.C.C.  459) ,  between  points  In  Nebraska 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
South  Dakota-Nebraska  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  81  to  the 
Nebraska-Kansas  State  line  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  North  Dakota  on  and  north  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  South 
Dakota-North  Dakota  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  North  Dakota  Highway  31  to 
junction  North  Dakota  Highway  21, 
thence  along  North  Dakota  Highway  21 
to  junction  North  Dakota  Highway  6, 
thence  along  North  Dakota  Highway  6 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  94, 


thence  along  Interstate  Highway  94  to 
the  North  Dakota-Minnesota  State  line 
and  to  points  In  that  part  oA  Minnesota 
on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
South  Dakota-Minnesota  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  the 
Minneeota-Wlsconsln  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Nassau,  Minn.,  and  Milbank, 
S.  Dak. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-2844  PUed  l-29-76;8:46  am] 
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